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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE REVISING BaRRtsTERS, both at Oxford and Cambridge, have 
decided that the effect of the repeal of section 78 of the Reform 
Act, 1832, by section 15 of the Registration Act, 1885, is not to 
allow undergraduates to vote at parliamentary elections for the 
city of Oxford or the town of Cambridge. Apparently conscious 
that the eyes of all political England were upon them, both learned 
gentlemen delivered their opinions in judgments of great length, 
and, in the Oxford case, copiously illustrated, and, so far as an 


opinion may be formed on so knotty a point, we think that most 
people will agree in the conclusions arrived at. 





A cunrovs quzstion in connection with second distress must 
sooner or later arise out of the repeal, by a recent Statute Law 
Revision Act, of 17 Car. 2, c.7. The whole of this statute is 
repealed by the Statute Law Revision and Civil Procedure Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 59), but, upon examination of it, it will 
be found that, whereas the other sections relate to an obsolete 
procedure, and are, therefore, properly repealed, one section 
expressly authorizes a second distress as follows :—“ In all cases 
where the value of the cattle distrained shall not be found to be 
of the full value of the arrears distrained for, the party to whom 
such arrears are due may from time to time distrain again for the 
residue of the said arrears.” This must be taken to mean that the 
party may distrain again in a case where it was not possible to 
distrain sufficiently at first, for all the authorities are agreed that 
a second distress for the same rent in a case where enough might 
have been taken on making the first distress is illegal (see Bagge, 
Appellant ; Mawby, Respondent, 8 Ex. 641, and the cases there 
cited). But what is the effect of the repeal of 17 Car. 2, c. 7? 
It may be said that it was only declaratory of the common law (see 
Hutchins y. Chambers, 1 Burr. 579), and that the repeal leaves the 
common law untouched. But the question remains whether 
the effect of section 4 (6.) of the Act of 1881 is not to keep 
A ag ‘principle of law” established by section 7 of 17 Car. 

LM. % 





Ly pevetoprne further his views as to land reform, Mr. Horace 
Davey, Q.C., has hit upon a somewhat heroic remedy for infirm 
titles. He would establish registries of titles at convenient centres 
throughout the country, and suggests that ‘‘there should be a 
district land registry wherever there is a county court.” We ma 
observe, in passing, that county courts are held at about 500 places. 
“Only one person or set of persons claiming the same interest 
should be allowed to be registered.” The writer would, however, 





“permit a distringas or caveat to be entered on the register, but 
such entry should not impose any obligation upon any purchaser 


or mortgagee to investigate the title or claim of the person named | 
in it, or affect his title when once completed by transfer and regis- | 


tration. It should, however, impose upon the registrar the duty | 
of giving notice to the person named in the distringas or caveat at | 
his registered address, and the registrar must decide whether it is, 
his duty to stop the transfer altogether, or to permit it on the | 
terms of the purchase-money being paid into court or otherwise | 
disposed of, with yower, of course, to refer to the court.” The | 
rocess of getting a title on the register is not explained | 
much detail, but we gather that there is to be no/| 
investigation of title, and no indefeasible or ubsolute title is pro- 


posed to be given to the registered owner in the first instance, 
but after the lapse of twenty years from the date of the first 
registration the registered owner is ‘‘not to be required to 
show any other title.” ‘We learn incidentally that it is proposed 
to register only estates in possession, and, as a further safeguard, 
Mr. Davey suggests ‘‘ the retention of the provisions in the present 
Registry Act for advertising, and, where the registrar thought 
necessary, serving express notice on the neighbouring proprietors 
of every first application to place land on the register,” together 
with ‘the most ample power of rectifying the register, and facili- 
ties for making applications for that purpose.” We should be 
sorry to misrepresent Mr. Davey’s scheme, which no doubt as yet 
is only given in the barest outline, but it strikes us that if it is 
carried into effect in its present form, a ‘‘ high old time” is at 
hand for legal tenants for life who get property on the register and 
keep it there for twenty years. 





Ovr Bre is always a little stirred when we find anybody sitting 
upon Lord Coxe. en are our feelings those of Mr. Form when 
he conceived that Mr. Weree had spoken slightingly of Miss 
Preasant Ripernoop. ‘There are strings which must not be 
played upon. No, sir! Not touched, unless in the most tuneful 
and respectful manner. Of such melodious strings is” Lord 
Coxe ‘‘composed.” In a learned and interesting paper in the 
October number of our contemporary, the Law Quarterly Review, 
on ‘‘Common Law and Conscience in Chancery,” Mr. L. O. Pree 
has committed the offence of (as we may say) twanging these sacred 
chords with (as it seems to us) a not sufficiently appreciative 
finger. In this paper the learned author investigates the early 
history of the equity, or extraordinary, jurisdiction of the court, as 
distinguished from its ordinary, or common law, jurisdiction. He 
expresses the conclusion at which he arrives as follows :—‘‘ On 
the whole, it seems clear that, as late as the reign of Heyer V., 
there was no broadly-marked distinction, as defined at a later 
period, between the two classes of judicial functions exercised in 
the Chancery.” This conclusion, which is most ably supported by 
Mr. Prez, whose extensive acquaintance with early judicial records 
and Parliament rolJs is well known, is somewhat opposed to the 
current view, which is, perhaps, countenanced to some extent by 
Lord Coxe, that the line between the equity jurisdiction of the 
Chancery and its common law jurisdiction, if not well marked, was 
at least recognized, in the reign of Ricnarp II. We con- 
fess that we think Mr. Pree has been more severe than 
was absolutely necessary upon Lord Coxr’s errors, and that 
some of them, if they have not been made up entirely out of Mr! 
Prxe’s own head, have been not a little jmbellished by his 
imagination. The particular case was in this wise. In 17 Ric. 2, 
one Joun pE Wrwpesore presented a petition to the King in 
Council, which proceeding was then the nearest equivalent to 


Y | filing a bill in Chancery, against Rozert pr Listz, complaining 


that he had been ousted by the latter from certain manors; and the 
Council, having decided in the petitioner’s favour, directed the 
Chancellor to issue writs under the Great Seal both to ‘“‘the said 
Rosert’’ commanding him to make restitution, and also to the 
sheriff of the county to the like effect. Lord Coxe (4 Inst. 83) 
says :—‘‘ They [the Council] send warrant to the Chancellor to 
confirme the same [their decree, to wit], which was done under the 
Great Seal by a special injunction to Lister [as Lord Coxe calls 
him], and to write to the sherif to execute the same.” Mr. Prxe’s 
account of this case is very much fuller and clearer than Lord 
Coxr’s, and more correct in the details; but for a long time we 
had really felt a I= deal of gratitude to Lord Coxe for his 
imperfect abstract of this roll, before Mr. Prxe earned our 
gratitude by giving us a better one, And as to the use of the 
word ‘‘confirme,” in the above-cited it ' 
itself the best word to have used; but Mr. i 
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more allowance for the fact that Lord Coxe explicitly tells us what 
he meant. It is just as if he had said :—‘ And note, when I say 
‘ confirme,’ I mean that the Chancellor sent a writ in the nature 
of a mandatory injunction to the defendant, and a writ of execu- 
tion in the nature of habere facias seisinam to the sheriff.” ¢ This 
really tallies very plausibly with Mr. Prxe’s own account. « We 
may also remark that the case to which we have referred seems to 
throw some important light upon the history of mandatory 
injunctions; for we suppose that a writ couched in the words, 
ideo vobis mandamus quod restitui faciatis, may fairly be styled a 
mandatory injunction. This would have been very valuable 
information for Lord Brougham when he was delivering judgment 
in the case of Blakemore v. The Glamorganshire Canal Navigation 
(1 My. & K. 154). 





To coxctuve the subject of statutory notices to creditors: the 
esteemed but revolutionary correspondent, to whom we referred 
last week, is not satisfied with our reply to his suggestion relating 
to the omission of particulars as to probate. He wants to know 
“‘ why the creditor should wish to have evidence of the executor’s 
title, except to save himself the little trouble which would be 
incurred in replying to the advertisement?” We should have 
thought that the reason for the creditor’s wish was tolerably 
obvious. If he sends in a claim in pursuance of a notice, but is not 
paid, we should suppose that, before taking steps to enforce his 
claim, he would wish to have some better evidence than the statu- 
tory notice as to the appointment of personal representatives. If 
a creditor does not send in a claim before distribution, it is essential 
for him to know into whose hands the assets, which he may follow, 
have passed. And in either case it is desirable that he should 
know the estimated amount of the assets. In order to enable him 
readily to obtain this information it seems likely that he would 
wish particulars as to probate to be given in the statutory notice. 
The same correspondent also is unconvinced as to the necessity for 
the final clause of the form of notice we gave last week. He 
thinks that creditors would understand a notice that the dis- 
tribution will be made “having regard to the claims of 
which the executor has then notice,” as meaning that ‘the 
executor will not be liable for the assets distributed to any 
person of whose claim he shall not have had notice,” &c. 
But the question is not what meaning creditors would 
attach to the notice, but what are the contents of the advertisement 
for creditors in an action, which the statutory notice is required, by 
section 29 of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, to resemble. The form of 
advertisement for creditors concludes w'th a statement of the con- 
sequence of not sending in a claim—-viz., that in default of send- 
ing particulars of their claims, creditors wil) be excluded from the 
benefit of the judgment; and the statement in the last clause of 
our form of statutory notice is the equivalent of this. Our corres- 
pondent’s suggestion, that if this clause is inserted the other words 
of the section relating to the creditor's right to follow the assets 
should also be inserted, overlooks the fact that this right is not a 
consequence of omitting to send inaclaim. We may add that our 
correspondent’s laudable efforts to shorten the form of statutory 
notice have been quite outdone by the following notice, which has 
appeared this week :— 
op , deceased, All persons having claims inst this 
estate are requested to send particulars thereof * the Sedensigneé 
before the —— next, when the assets will be distributed. Dated 


— ——_,, 1885. 
( —— nnn, SOlicitors for the widow, the administratrix.”’ 

















It appears from a parliamentary return giving the number of cases 
tried under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1550, in the county courts, that 
in England, in ssh, ninety-nine cases were tried, the amount of compen- 
vation daimed being £20,845, and the amount awarded £3,482. 


On last, there was held at Antwerp the first meeting of 


OPINION EVIDENCE OF IDENTITY. 


As the defendant in the bigamy case at the Central Criminal Court 
last week is to be put on his trial again, it would hardly be fair to 
discuss the remarkable evidence given for the prosecution or 
defence in its relation to the question of his guilt or innocence. 
But, whatever may be its ultimate result, the case seems to us to 
point a useful moral, which, although far from novel, is occasion- 
ally forgotten—viz., that no evidence (except policemen’s) is so 
untrustworthy as evidence of identity based on appearance alone. 
‘In the recent case the only question was whether the defendant 
was or was not the man who went through the ceremony of mar- 
riage with the prosecutrix. Seven witnesses, described by the 
judge as ‘‘persons of high respectability,” and, what was cer- 
tainly more important, persons having had ample opportunity of 
observing the man who was married to the prosecutrix, swore that 
the defendant was the man. The prosecutrix swore that he was 
the man who had courted her, married her, and lived for two or three 
days with her as her husband. She recognized him, not merely by 
his general appearance, but also by a scar which he had, and 
which the man who married her had. Could anything at first 
sight be more conclusive? But, on the part of the defendant, a 
host of witnesses were called, many of whom had known him 
intimately, and had seen him daily for years, and if their evidence 
was reliable, an alibi was unquestionably proved: the defendant 
could not have been the man who went through the ceremony of 
marriage with the prosecutrix. The result, as everyone knows, 
was that the jury were unable to agree, and were discharged from 
giving a verdict. 

The remarkable point about the recent case is that the conflict 
of evidence was not due to any of the circumstances which are 
ordinarily thought to explain cases of mistaken identity. When a 
highwayman puts a pistol to a man’s head and robs him of 
his purse, or a burglar is seen for a moment escaping from a 
house, mistakes are not wonderful; a hasty glance by a per- 
son under the influence of terror or excitement is but a slender 
basis for an opinion on the question of identity. Again, a man 
who sees another under circumstances which do not lead him to 
pay any particular attention to his appearance is not likely to be a 
very reliable witness to identity. And lastly, recollection of the 
features of a person who has not been seen for many years is 
naturally indistinct, and liable to give rise to mistake. Now, as 
we have stated, most of the witnesses for the prosecution in 
the recent case had full opportunity for observing the appear- 
ance of the man as to whom they spoke; their attention was 
likely to have been attracted to his aspect, and the events on which 
the case turned occurred only a few months previously to the 
trial. The same may be said as regards many of the witnesses for 
the defence. The result of the case seems to show that we must 
look further than the reasons ordinarily assigned if we want to 
find out why it is that opinion evidence of identity should be so 
peculiarly untrustworthy. 

It seems to us that this result is due to a variety of causes. 
Many of them are noticed in the books on medical juris- 
prudence, but they will bear recounting again. In the first 
place, people are much more similar in general aspect than 
is commonly admitted. There are, of course, differences; but 
they are confined within narrow limits. One man is a few 
inches taller or a few inches wider in the girth than another; 
one man speaks in a slightly different key from another; but these 
small variations attract no attention; they are within the 
range of variation to which we are accustomed in daily 
intercourse. Persons whose peculiarity exceeds this range 
arrest attention at once; but how few such persons does anyone 
meet, even in the crowded streets of a great city. Take the 
matter of stature or size of body, how few persons gre abnormally 
tall or corpulent. Take voice—a peculiarity which undoubtedly 
makes a strong impression on the hearer—how few persons have 
what is known as a peculiar voice. There are again, we believe, 





the Congress for the discussion of uniform bille of exchange and maritime | 


law convened by the Belgian Government. There was a large muster of 
delegates of legal and mercantile corporations, besides rep-esentatives of | 
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certain classes of faces and forms which are types. Let anyone who 
doubts it look at the faces and forms of the first dozen coster- 
mongers he meets in the London streeis; of the first dozen four- 
wheeled cab or omnibus drivers he sees, or even of the shopmen 
behind the counter in any of the large establishments about which 
some of the revising barristers have been so much exercised of 
late. But we are disposed to go further, and to say that instances 
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of persons almost absolutely similar in appearance are by no 
means so uncommon as is generally supposed. That such instances 
do occur is, of course, beyond the possibility of doubt. The case 
to which Mr. Montague Williams referred in his address in 
the recent trial is as good an instance as can be found. 
Martin Guerre had been absent for eight years, when a man 
came to his home and represented himself as Guerre. The resem- 
blance was so great that Guerre’s wife, four sisters, and two 
brothers-in-law, and in fact all the family, accepted him as their 
relative. He lived with Guerre’s wife for three years, and 
when circumstances led to suspicion as to his identity, out 
of 150 witnesses, between thirty and forty swore that he 
was Guerre, whom they had known for years, The man was 
clearly proved to have been an impostor. Take again the remark- 
able case of the lunatic Heasman, in 1868. A dead body was 
found in a house at Hackney. The medical superintendent of St. 
Luke’s Hospital recognized it as the body of an escaped patient 
called Heasman. That name was on the stockings worn by the 
deceased, and the clothes were those worn by patients at St. 
Luke’s. Heasman’s brother also recognized the body. No doubt 
could be entertained that these witnesses were right, But another 
person produced a photograph of a missing relative very like the 
deceased, and yet another person swore before the coroner that the 
body was that of her husband, and described a wound upon a 
finger which her husband had, and which was found on the body. 
Many similar recorded cases of almost exact resemblance between 
persons unconnected by blood might be cited, but it is probably 
unnecessary to do so; there are few persons with any wide 
acquaintance who do not know of such instances, and probably 
most persons, not of abnormal aspect, will recall occasions on 
which they have been accosted as someone else. 


Then, again, we are prepared to maintain that people do not, as 
a matter of fact, observe features closely. Let anyone try to 
describe the face of his most intimate friend, whom he has just 
seen, and he will be convinced of the correctness of this statement. 
There are vast numbers of men who have nothing of the artist’s 
habit of close scrutiny or of his observation of form. They know 
their friends’ faces by their colour or their expression only, both of 
which are liable to change. : 

But no doubt the main cause of the mistakes which occur 
as to identity is the treacherousness of memory and the influ- 
ence of imagination. As Baron Parke said, in Fryer v. Gather- 
cole (13 Jur. 542), “in the identification of persons you 
compare in your mind the man you have seen with the man 
you see at the trial.” But, if you want to know how soon 
the memory of features disappears, you have only to ask any 
portrait painter, whose business it is to observe faces closely, 
whether, after looking at a sitter for an hour, he could undertake, 
a week afterwards, to reproduce the face on his canvas. And so in 
the case of the witness who undertakes the mental comparison 
described by Baron Parke, the exact remembrance of the man he 
has seen has faded away; he observes some sort of general re- 
semblance in the man he sees at the moment; his imagination is 
apt to magnify the extent of this resemblance, and he is soon ready 
ao omy positively that the man he sees is the man he has seen 

ore. 


We are well aware of the prevalence of skilfully-concocted alidis, 
and that neither life nor property would be secure unless magis- 
trates and judges and juries acted on opinion evidence of identity. 
But these facts do not render caution in acting on it unneces- 
sary, and we have an idea that the untrustworthiness of this 
class of evidence, and the reasons for its untrustworthiness, are 
not so generally recognized as might be expected. When we find 
the most experienced “ criminal judge” on the bench pointing out 
to the jury in the recent case that the witnesses as to identity 
called by the prosecution were ‘all persons of high respectability,” 
it seems to be time to point out that the highest respectability 
does not afford any guarantee of a correct opinion on the question 
of identity. 





We regret to announce the death of Mr. Richard Hunter, solicitor, 
formerly of the firm of Hunter, Gwatkin, & Co., of No. 9, New-square, 
l.incoln’s-inn, who died on the 30th ult., at the age of seventy-nine years. 


THE WORKING OF THE BANKRUPTCY 
ACT. 
1 


THE estates administered summarily under section 121 form more 
than Shag hos of iy entire gee enema of the total 
number, liabilities, and assets, of summary and non-summary 
cases, are given in Table IV., and also the like particulars of the cases 
which resulted in compositions or schemes of arrangement. The 
total number of compositions accepted and approved without 
adjudication was 269, and of other schemes of arrangement, fifty- 
six; or only about ten per cent. of the total number of cases, as 
against eighty-eight per cent. (viz., thirty-five per cent. of compo- 
sitions and fifty-three per cent. of liquidations) for the year 1883, 
under the Act of 1869. Mr. Smith states this fact with evident 
satisfaction, but we are not convinced that it is any argument in 
favour of the new Act. In the first place, to make a proper compari- 
son of the operation of the two Acts in this respect all the cases now 
dealt with privately, and which would have been dealt with under 
the old Act if it had been still in force, would have to be added to 
the number of compositions or schemes, and in this way the propor- 
tion to the whole would be about sixty per cent. instead of ten per 
cent. And as to the rest, it is a matter upon which we have our own 
opinion (which is not in accord with that of Mr. Smith upon the 
same point), that the obstacles placed in the way of creditors dealing 
with offers under the Act are such as to be prejudicial to the interests 
of creditors by practically prohibiting debtors from making any 
attempt to offer compositions. Mr. Smith also dwells with great 
satisfaction upon the fact that the average amount in the pound of 
the compositions paid under the present Act is much greater than 
under the late one; but, for the same reasons as we have stated in 


‘dealing with the comparative numbers, we cannot attribute much 


importance to this fact. 

The number of estates administered by official receivers and brought 
to a close during the year was 574, or twenty-seven cent. of the 
total number administered by them, whilst the total number closed 
by independent trustees was only thirteen, or less than two per cent. 
of the estates administered by them. This fact is paraded by Mr. 
Smith as though he would suggest the abolition of independent 
trustees altogether ; but he omits to connect therewith the other fact 
that it is only the smaller cases that are dealt with by official receivers, 
and that all the large and complicated estates, which necessarily take 
more time for administration, are wound up by independent trustees. 
He then gives some figures comparing the cost of administration 
under the new Act by official receivers with the cost of trustees in 
similar cases under the Act of 1869 during the year 1883. These 
show a substantial reduction, and we have no wish to deny the Act what- 
ever credit it is entitled to on this account. We have always admitted 
that the late Act required considerable amendment for the purpose of 
reducing the costs in small estates. But it may be a question how far, 
under the present Act, the small estates have been thus saved at the 
expense of the larger ones, by the increased ad valorem duty and 
other fees, and how far precipitate action in the realization of some of 
the estates may have ted. to sacrifice of assets, which must be set off 
against the saving of costs. 

Some figures are given by Mr. Smith as to the proportion of 
creditors represented at first meetings, with a view to showing that 
there is no ground for the allegation that creditors do not take an 
interest in proceedings under the Act. These figures are limited to 
county courts, and they show that creditors to the amount of about 
one-half the total liabilities have, on an average, attended the first 
meetings. The statistics which he also gives as to debtors’ 
discharges are instructive. It ap that only 299 debtors 
out of a total number of 2,935 adjudicated bankrupt have 
yet applied for their discharge; of these 133 have been granted 
unconditionally, in thirty-three cases the discharge has been 

ted upon various conditions, and in ninety-five cases subject 
to a temporary suspension, Mr. Smith’s explanation of smallness 
of the number of applications for discharge is that either the debtors 
who do not “pply have committed such irregularities as make them 
afraid to face the ordeal, or that they are indifferent in regard to it 
because ‘‘ the depressed state of trade throughout the country, and the 
increased caution on the of the credit-giving classes, have offered 
only small inducements to insolvent debtors to recommence trading, 
while the more effective operation ef the bankruptcy law has compelled 
them to make a fuller surrender of their property, and thereby 
deprived them of the power of doing so.” Another wonderful result 
of the Act! If we providentially aaa for another year the 
threatened epidemic of cholera, no doubt Mr. Smith will complacently 
take credit to the Act for that result in his next report ! 

Dealing with prosecutions under the Act, Mr. Smith informs us 
that the total number of tions ordered during the year 





Mr. Hunter retired from the firm about five years ago. 





amounted to fifty, in of which twenty-one convictions have 
been obtained. He is in favour of vigorously enforcing the pro- 
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visions of the Act against fraud, but he plaintively regrets that, 
“‘even where fraud has been clearly established, the efforts of 
the public officials to secure convictions have, in many cases, received 
but little support frcm the creditors most directly interested, 
while in some instances these efforts have even been met by positive 
obstruction.” And he points the moral by suggesting that “this 
conduct is a remarkable illustration of the principle which seems to 
run through all bankruptcy administration—viz., that the interests 
of commercial morality and the permanent benefit of the community 
at large form but a small factor in determining the action of in- 
dividual creditors.” Truly, we live in a degenerate age, and it will 
tax all the energies of the officials of the Board of Trade 
to prevent us from sinking into the lowest depths of commercial 
depravity. Mr. Smith concludes his report as Inspector-General by 
4 ov remark as to cases calling for amendments in the Act or 
es 


Annex II. is a short report by Mr. Smith, as Comptroller in Bank- 
ruptcy, as to the cases still pending under the Act of 1869, which does 
not call for any special comment. 

Mr. Murton, the Solicitor to the Board of Trade, has also furnished 
a report “upon legal proceedings taken by him under the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883,” which forms Annex III. to Sir T. H. Farrer’s report in 
chief. He classifies the cases in which legal proceedings have been 
taken as follows :—(1) Appeals (a.) from county courts to a divisional 
court; (b.) from the High Court to the Court of Appeal; (c.) proceedings 
to vary orders of discharge under section 28; (2) cases in the High 
Court in which the Board or official receivers have been made 
parties to legal proceedings; (3) reviews of taxations of costs; 
4) proceedings under section 162 against trustees under previous 
: ptcy Acts. With respect to appeals, Mr. Murton refers 
to the case of Re Parker and Parker, as to the power of official 
receivers after adjudication and before the appointment of a 
trustee by the creditors to sell the estate of a bankrupt, and the 
decisions of Cave, J. (reported 33 W. R. 262, L. R. 14 Q. B. D. 407), 
and the Court of Appeal (reported L. R. 15 Q. B. D. 196), which we 
have more than once commented upon in these columns. In con- 
nection with this case, Mr. Murton informs us that it is believed that 
the creditors have passed such a resolution as the Court of Appeal 
required as a condition of their giving leave to the trustees to appeal 
to the House of Lords, so that we are likely to get the decision of the 
highest Court of Appeal upon the point. He also alludes to the case 
of Re Johnstone (not reported), which came on appeal from the Barnet 
County Court to Cave and A. L. Smith, JJ., and in which the action 
of the official receiver in compromising with persons holding bills of 
sale whilst he acted as trustee before the appointment of one by the 
creditors, was upheld. The case of Re Rogers, Ex parte Rogers (33 
W. R. 354, L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 438), is also referred to with respect to 
the refusal to approve compositions, and he also explains the action 
taken by the Board of Trade with respect to a number of cases 
(not named) where the courts had granted unconditional dis- 
charges to bankrupts, although the official receivers had reported 
facts under section 28 which required the judges either to refuse or 
suspend the discharge, or grant it subject to conditions. Applications 
were made to vary the orders, and ‘‘ in each case the court has varied 
the unconditional order by imposing certain conditions.” 

With respect to cases in the High Court in which the Board or 
official receivers have been made parties to legal proceedings, Mr. 
Marton quotes at length an opinion of the late Solicitor-General and 
Mr. Chalmers, which he obtained, upon the general course to be pur- 
sued im such cases. They were of opinion that no general principle 
could be laid down, but that each case must be dealt with on 
its own merits, and they give some judicious advice to ‘en- 
deavour to obtain from the creditors an indemnity against costs,” 
and Mr. Marton informs us that this opinion has formed the basis of 
the action taken in the cases submitted to him. An excellent basis, 
truly, porticularly the indemnity. He then quotes the decision in 

te Games (not reported) as to the grounds of objection by the Board 
of Trade to the _— of a trustee by the majority in value of 
creditors, Cave, J., having overruled the Board in the case cited. 
He also alludes to the decision in Re W. & J. Lud ford (28 Soricrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 671; reported as Ite Ludmore, L. BR. 13 Q. B. D. 415), for 
the purpose of remarking “‘ that the provisions of section 97, sub- 
section 4, have been tested with a satisfactory result.” His remarks 
upon reviews of taxation of costs will be of sufficient interest to our 
readers to justify us in quoting them at length. He states :— 


“* The under which these proceedings take place are those 
contai in rule 104 of the Reabeagte Rales, 1863 It was not 
unnatural that, under a novel procedure, practitioners should include in 
their bills of costs charges which were not in accordance with the new 
scale of costs. Accordingly, it was found that there were not only 
numerous cases in which items of that kind were charged, but there was 
also = considerable divergence of treatment among the various taxing 
Officers of the county courts. In sixty-six cases the Board of Trade 
deemed it right to require a review of these taxations.”’ 


With regard to proceedings» under section 162, Mr. Murton informs 








us that in ninety-eight instances actual proceedings have had to be 
taken to enforce payment by trustees of babinede in their hands, or 
to compel them to submit accounts, and, in one of such cases, 
an application for the committal of two joint trustees was made, 
with the result that one of them absconded “‘and the other is a 
prisoner for debt in one of her Majesty’s prisons.” 

The report of Mr. Murton concludes with some remarks upon 
“‘ Appeals arising in the Business of the London District.” Under 
this heading he refers to the decisions of the Court of Appeal in 
Re Clark and another (32 W. R. 775, L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 426), to the 
effect that the power of discharging a debtor cannot be conferred by 
a scheme of arrangement upon the committee of inspection; in Le 
Young (not reported) and Re Salaman (L. R. 14 Q. B. D. 963), as to 
what is “rash and hazardous speculation”; and in Re Wallace 
(L. R. 15 Q. B. D. 213), in which it was held that the official 
receiver's report is prima facie evidence for the purpose of section 
18, sub-section 6. Mr. Murton very sensibly contents himself 
with stating concisely the points raised by these cases and the 
conclusions come to, and does not invite criticism by overloading 
his report with a number of specious and entirely unnecessary argu- 
ments. 

Beyond the matters referred to in the remarks we have already 
made, there does not ap to be anything calling for special 
remark in any of the lengthy tables which form the other annexes to 
the general report. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


REGISTRATION. 


48 Vict. ©. 15—AN ACT TO ASSIMILATE THE REGISTRATION OF 
OccuUPATION VOTERS IN COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES. [May 21, 1885.] 


From a legal point of view, this is by far the most important of 
the three great statutes which contain the Reform Law of 1884-85. 
The main purpose of the Act is to extend to county occupation voters 
the borough system of registration; but the Act not only applies, in 
a great measure, to county ownership voters, but effects a con- 
siderable change in the general law of registration, establishing, too, 
a completely new set of ‘‘ Instructions to Clerks of the Peace,” 
‘* Instructions to Town Clerks,” and ‘‘ ye to Overseers,” which 
original precepts have been (or ought to have been) followed by 
‘‘ supplemental precepts” as directed by the Redistribution of Seats 
Act, and by further ‘supplemental precepts” under the Medical 
Relief Disqualification Removal Act. 

Taking, first, those provisions which are of the most general 
application, we must call attention to the provision of sub-section 
5 of section 4, that “the revising barrister need not insert in 
any list of voters for a parish in a county or borough the names ”’ of 
claimants, ‘‘ but may revise the list of claimants as if it were a list of 
voters, and sign the same as so revised and deliver it to the clerk of 
the peace or town clerk, as the case requires; and such clerk shall 
insert in the proper place in the lists of voters the name of each 
person appearing from the revised list of claimants so signed to be 
entitled to vote.” This transfers from the revising barristers to the 
clerks of the peace and town clerks an enormous amount of clerical 
labour which has, in fact, been discharged by the latter in a consider- 
able number of cases in preceding revisions. Wenext come tothe 18th 
section, which substitutes new forms of claim, notices of objections, lists 
of voters, and the like, with this important variation—that, whereas the 

rior Acts, and especially the Act of 1878, section 8, gave more or less 
egal force to the various forms successively prescribed, the present 
Act, by section 18, expressly directs that a “disregard of any form 
shall not of itself invalidate any list, notice, or other thing.”” As 
to the forms themselves, some are the old ones verbatim, some are 
the old ones adapted, some (as the form of lodger’s claim) contain a 
material alteration, and one, a new form of requisition for names of 
occupiers, in lieu of that provided a few pts previously by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1884, containing a long legal 
dissertation (mercifully not intended to be “ sent out” in 1885) upon 
the complex questions arising out of the newly-created ‘‘ ice 
Franchise,” and pointing out (inter alia) that “a man occupying 
separately the first-floor rooms, front room, and having joint use of 
a washhouse, must be entered.” “a 

The provisions now for the first time made applicable to counties 
are principally section 9 of the Parliamentary and Municipal Regis- 
tration Act, 1878, prescribing the publication of notices at post- 
offices and other public offices ; section 28 of that Act relating to the 
powers and duties of revising barristers, and section 29, as to the 
power to fine overseers for neglect of duty, all of which provisions apply 
to ‘‘ ownership ” as well as to ‘‘ occupation” voters. A further import- 
ant alteration is made by section 3 in dates for claims and objections, 
“the twentieth day” being now substituted “in the Parliamen 
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Registration Acts for the twenty-fifth day of August wherever it 
occurs,” and the 26th for the 29th, aler 6 similar fashion, for the REVIEWS 
days of publication of lists of claims and objections ; and by section 4, . 
as to the length of a notice for a revision court, which is fixed at _— 
seven days instead of ten. Section 4 also provides for evening PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION. 
sittings of a county revision court in of 10,000 inhabitants ; for 
the ge courts, if the local authority so direct, “in atown|A History oF Private Bru LEGISLATION. By FREDERICK 
ing district, although outside of the boundary” of the CLIFFORD, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. I. Butterworths. 


near &@ po. 
county, the lists of which are being revised; and for the completion, 
«« if practicable,” of the revision of the lists of voters for the parishes 
in one polling district in a county, the revising barrister being 
directed to ‘‘ transmit the same to the clerk of the peace of the 
county before proceeding to revise the lists of voters for any parish 
in another polling district”; and for the printing of a separate 
supplemental list of the persons registered by the revising barrister, 
which supplemental list is to be placed at the end of the parish list in 
each polling district. 

Next we come to duplicate entries. Where a name is entered more 
than once on “‘ the lists,” the revising barrister is directed to inquire 
whether such entries relate to the same person, and to retain one entry 
and erase the others, the party himself to have the power of selection 
“by notice in writing delivered or sent by post to the revising 
barrister at or before the opening of the first court at which he 
revises any of the lists in which any of such entries appear.” As 
to more than one entry on a borough list, it is provided (section 5) 
that, if no selection has been made by the party himself, the first 
preference of the revising barrister is to be of the entry, if any, on 
the list of freemen ; the second preference for the entry in respect of 
the place of abode of the party; and the third preference for that one 
of the lists which is first revised by the revising barrister ; and it is 
added that, ‘‘if any such entry to be retained is objected to, the 
revising barrister shall not finally place a note against any other 
entry until the objection to the entry to be retained has been deter- 
mined by him in favour of the voter.” 

We have now gone through the salient features of this important 
Act, which requires careful study in connection, not only with the 
Parliamentary Registration Acts of 1843, 1865, and 1878, and the 
many small enactments amending such principal Acts, but with certain 
registration clauses of the Redistribution of Seats Act as to the regis- 
tration of non-resident freemen in divided boroughs, which are of 
general application. 





HOURS OF POLLING. 


48 Vicor. c. 10.—AN Acr TO EXTEND THE Hours oF PouLING aT 
PARLIAMENTARY AND MunicipaL ELEcTiIons. [April 28, 1885.] 


This Act directs that any poll at a parliamentary or municipal 
election ‘‘ within the meaning ”’ of the Act shall commence at eight in 
the morning, and be kept open till eight in the evening, “thus effect- 
ing a great change. An Act of 1884, 47 & 48 Vict. c. 34, had provided 
for a poll from eight to eight in boroughs having more than 3,000 
electors, but that Act, like the present one, was directed not to come 
into force until after a dissolution, and, therefore, never came into 
force at all, although, in certain metropolitan boroughs, a change 
similar to that of this Act had been brought about without any such 
restriction by the Parliamentary Elections (Metropolis) Act, 1878. 
Under 6 & 7 Will. c. 4, c. 36, and 16 & 17 Vict. c. 68, the hours were 
from eight to four in boroughs, and from eight to five in counties. 
As to municipal elections, the change is still greater, for the hours of 
poll at such elections were, under the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882, s. 58, sub-section 3, from nine only to four. The term “ par- 
liamen election” has a long but obvious definition for the pur- 
poses of the Act, and the term ‘‘ municipal election ” is stated to mean 
an election of a councillor, commissioner of police, or auditor, or (in 
Treland) an alderman, or any commissioner in any munici ugh, 
or in any ward thereof, We know of no Act under which the office 
of * commissioner of police” is elective, and the case of an election of 
revising assessors under section 62 of the Municipal Corporations Act 
of 1882 is omitted, although the election of a municipal auditor is 
provided for by that section. 








The memorial which is being erected in the central hall of the Royal 
Courts of Justice to the late Mr. Street, R.A., is now approaching 
completion, and it is expected that the unveiling of the statte will take 
place about the end of the year. 


Mr. W. R. Douthwaite, the librarian of Gray's-inn, has in the press a 

work on the history and associations of that ancient foundation from its 

— to the present day, compiled from original and unpublished 
uments. 


Mr. Justice Stephen has fixed the dates for holding the ensuing autumn 
assizes on the South-Eastern Circuit as follow :—Maidstone, Saturday, 
October 24; Chelmsford, yoy & October 31; Cambridge, Thursday, 
November 5; Norwich and City, Monday, November 9. 





. 


In this volume—for as yet only the first volume of this work 
has appeared—Mr. Clifford has utilized a varied and extensive 
experience in laying before the profession and the public the 
history of a subject of the utmost interest and importance, 
and one which tes exercised wu the industrial develo 
ment of the country an influence which even yet can hardly 
estimated. The subject is one which might be to be d 
and unattractive, but the author has dealt with it in a manner w 
renders his book not merely instructive, but positively pleasing. And 
while so doing he has at the same time collected a quantity of in- 
formation, of facts, dates, and , which cannot fail to remain 
a storehouse of material for future historians of the domestic affairs 
of England. The private Bills between 1800 and 1884 are 
stated in the preface to have but reached the great number of 
18,500, or nearly twice the total of the public Acts passed in the same 
period, and these Acts it is, together with those of preceding periods, 
that Mr. Clifford here summarizes and explains. In this volume he 
deals with the Acts relating (among other subjects) to inclosures, 
railways, tramways, tunnels (both river and channel), gas and 
electric lighting, and water supply. Then follow sketches 
of the history of procedure, of the character of the earlier 
private Acts of attainder and restitution, of Divorce Acts, 
and of the Acts relating to such matters as the Temple lands, the 
fish trade, unruly scho at Oxford, relief of the of the 
Rolls and Chancery officers from liability to military service, 
barbers and chirurgeons, river improvements, private lotteries, 
Thames steamboats, payment of members of Parliament, and a 
variety of other topics. The second volume, we learn from the 

reface, will deal with the Turnpike Acts, with the London Water 
Bu ly, with docks and assurance companies, with Standing Orders 
and Provisional Orders, with the details of in committees, 
and other subjects of widespread concern. Into the details of the 
work now before us we do not propose to enter, but the perusal of it 
has satisfied us that anyone who sits down to read and study it will 
derive from the occupation both pleasure and profit. Asa rule, Mr. 
Clifford confines himself to setting out the history of the matters 
with which he deals, but in some cases he gives his readers the 
benefit of his opinions, and on two points in we may note his 
views—viz., first, that the existing mode of legislation after examin- 
ation by parliamentary committees of the schemes promoted has 
advantages which the alternative methods would not 

, such as freedom from local bias, and the command of the 

big hest fessional advice and assistance, at a cost which 
removal of the cases from the capital would inevitably increase ; and, 
secondly, that to confer upon any public department such vast 
powers a6 teave boon sive $0 the Monel of Trade in connection with 
electric lighting is contrary to the public interest. Whether these 
views will meet with eral su; remains to be seen, but the 
force of the sequent ty which Mr. Clifford supports them is un- 
deniable. We need only add an ion of our confident belief 
that all who have read this first volume will warmly welcome the 
appearance of the second. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


SOLICITORS IN THE COLONIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—In these days of eral depression, and overcrowding of the 
profession in England, I think that many of your colonial corres- 

ndents may be ready and willing to give young solicitors starting 
in life an idea as to which of the colonies are best for them to settle 
and practise in; taking into consideration limited means and want 
of experience in foreign life. What I (and doubtless many others) 
require to know is :— 

1. In what colonies, and towns thereof, are the most promising 
openings, just now, for solicitors ? 

2. What is the law and procedure in such places, respeotively ; 
in what languages are the pleadings; are the respective climates 
healthy or otherwise; are the clients native or European principally ; 
and what society is to be found there ? : 

Any details on these and connecting points will extremely wee 
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THE WORKING OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Referring to your last observation on the uncharitableness 
of Mr. Smith’s conclusion, that the sole object of presenting a cred- 
itor’s petition ona “ declaration of inability” has been to make costs 
against the estate, allow. me to confirm your remarks by point- 
ing out what has occurred this week to me. The debtor called 
@ meeting, offered 1s. in the pound; the creditors refused, and 
required him to make himself bankrupt ; this he refused to do, as not 
having the means to pay the fees, but, with his solicitor’s approval, he 


signed the declaration, and told the creditors they might make him 


bankrupt if they liked, which I am accordingly now doing, although 
they all would have much preferred his presenting it himself, being 
even willing to provide the fees, but he is obstinate. 

Recently acting for the debtor, I had the exact opposite of this. 
He made a small offer, which was refused, and voluntarily signed the 
declaration, hoping the creditors on seeing his bona fides would not 
make him bankrupt. All but one, after further inquiry, were satisfied 
to accept his offer, but one standing out presented the petition, and 
the case is now proceeding. T.?. ¥. 





HAS THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT, 1882, 
REPEALED SECTION 45 OF THE INCOME TAX ACT, 1842? 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—By the 45th section of the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 35 (the Income Tax 
Act), it is enacted ‘‘ that any married woman . . having, or 
being entitled to, any property or profits to her sole or separate use 
shall be chargeable to such and the like duties [that is, the duties 
mentioned in the Act], and in like manner, except as hereinafter is 
mentioned, as if she were actually sole and unmarried: Provided 
always, that the profits of any married, woman living with her husband 
shall be deemed the profits of the husband, and the same shall be 
charged in the name of the husband, and not in her name, or of her 
trustee.” 

By the 45 & 46 Vict. c. 75 (the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882), a married woman is to be capable of acquiring, holding, and 
disposing, by will or otherwise, of any real or personal property as 
her separate property in the same manner as if she were a feme sole, 
without the intervention of any trustee. She can sue in her own name, 
even her husband. She can hold stocks or debentures in her own 
name, and, practically, she has, so far as property is concerned, an 
existence separate from her husband. 

Under the first-mentioned Act, where the income of any person 

is under £150 per annum, it is exempted from the payment of 
income tax, and, where such income arises from property such as 
stocks or mortgages, and the tax is deducted from the dividends or 
interest, a return of the deductions can be claimed, and, if in order, 
will be allowed. 
: Hitherto it has been the practice of the Income 'Tax Commissioners, 
in cases where a married woman claims such return, to require the 
husband to join in a declaration showing what is their joint income, 
and this would seem to be consistent with the provisions of the section 
I have referred to. But now, having regard to the provisions of the 
more recent Act, also quoted, can the commissioners legally require 
this? Suppose the case of a man with an income exceeding £400, his 
wife having separate property yielding her £50 a year, from which 
the tax is deducted by the companies in whose stock or debentures it 
isinvested. The husband cannot touch either the capital or the income. 
If he were to take his wife's property he would be liable to civil, 
or even criminal, proceedings on her part. 

Now, in the case suggested, is not the wife entitled to a return of 
the tax deducted? In other words, has not the Married Women’s 
ie ud Act, 1882, repealed the 45th section of the Income Tax Act, 

I do not know whether any of your readers have had occasion to 
consider this point ; if so, perhaps they may be willing to give the 
benefit of their consideration and experience. A Soxiciror. 





The offices of the Eastern Telegraph Company, Limited, and the 
Eastern and South African Telegraph Company, Limited, have been 
removed from No. 66 to No. 50, Old Broad-street. 


The Earl of Dalhousie having determined to dispose of the more out 
lying ions of his extensive Forfarshire estates by public roup, the 
first of these sales is to be held in Edinburgh during the current month. 
The whole, we understand, are vow let toa high-class tenantry at moderate 
rents amounting to nearly £6,000 per annum. The agents, to whom 
the conduct of these sales have been intrusted, are Messrs. Farebrother, 
pa nae Co., and the day on which the first estate will be offered 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Practice—Repvuction oF CarirAL— ADVERTISEMENT— ComMPAntEs Acr, 
1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 131)— Companies Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vicr, 
c. 26), s. 4.—In the case of The National Bank of New Zealand (Limited 
and Reduced), before Mathew, J., on the 30th ult., an application was 
made asking the court to sanction a resolution reducing the capital of 
the company. The company was incorporated in England in 1872, and 
in 1873 it was incorporated in’ New Zealand by special Act. £100,000 
had been lost. ‘It was proposed that the uced capital should be 
£1,900,000, divided into 100,000 shares of £9 each, and 100,000 shares of £10 
each, £2 10s. to be deemed to be paid up on the £9 shares. The words 
‘* and reduced ’’ had been used since September 2. Maruew, J., made 
an order sanctioning the resolution, and directed advertisements of the 
order to be inserted in London in the Zimes, and one other London daily 
paper, also in a paper in Wellington, the capital:-of New Zealand, and 
in the towns where the bank had branch offices; the words “and re- 
duced ’’ to be dispensed with from the date of the advertisement of the 
order in the London papers.—CounsgL, Fischer, Q.C., and F. E. Armit- 
stead. Soxscrrors, Freshfields. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. MONTAGUE CHAMBERS, Q.C. 


Mr. Montague Chambers, Q.0., died at 594, Uxbridge-road, on the 18th 
ult., in his eighty-sixth year. Mr. Chambers was the fifth son of Mr. G, 
Chambers, nl grandson of the celebrated architect, Sir William Chambers, 
his mother having been a daughter of Admiral Lord Rodney, and was 
born in 1799. He served for several years as an officer in the Grenadier 
Guards, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1828, 
when he joined the Home Circuit.. He was soon successful in obtaining 
both criminal and civil business, and he became well known both in 
London and on circuit. He was for a short time a revising barrister, and 
in 1845 he received a silk gown from Lord Lyndhurst. For many years 
he hada large leading business in London, as well as on the Home Circuit, 
of which, until his retirement from practice, about ten years ago, he was 
the recognized leader. In the spring of 1852, Mr. Chambers unsuccess- 
fully contested the borough of Greenwich in the Liberal interest, but he 
was elected at the general election in the following July. He lost his seat 
at the election of 1857, and in 1865 he unsuccessfully contested Bedford. 
He was returned for Devonport in 1866, and again in 1868, but he was 
defeated at the general election of 1874, and he did not again seek a seat 
in Parliament. Mr. Chambers was a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, of which 
society he was treasurer in 1868. At the time of his death he stood third 
on the list of Queen’s Counsel, Mr. Roupell and Mr. Wigram being his 
only seniors. 





MR. JOHN EDWARDS, Q.C. 


Mr. John Edwards, Q.C., died at Ashton-on-Mersey, Cheshire, on the 
15th ult. Mr.. Edwards was the eldest son of Mr. John Edwards, of 
Higher Broughton, Lancashire, and was born in 1836. He was educated 
at Owens College, Manchester. He was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn in 
Hilary Term, 1860, when he obtained a certificate of honour of the first 
class, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1874. He had for several years 
a fair share of leading business on the Northern Circuit, and was often 
counsel for the London and North-Western Railway Company, but he 
had retired from practice on account of ill-health. Mr. Edwards was a 
bencher of Gray’s-inn, and was treasurer of that society in 1880. He 
was married in 1878 to the daughter of Mr. Henry Swayne, of Wilton. 





MR. OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND. 


Mr. Oliver Stephen Round, barrister, died at 2, Atlantic-terrace, 
Weston-super-Mare, on the 15th ult. Mr. Round was the son of Mr. 
William Round; and was born in 1813. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1839, and practised for many years in 
the Court of Chancery. He was the author of a treatise on the Law of 
Domicile, and was for some time one of the staff of the Wexezx1y 
Reporter. Mr. Round had retired from practice. 


MR. ALFRED GODBY BLAKE. 


Mr. Alfred Godby Blake, solicitor, of Croydon, died on the 13th ult. 
Mr. Blake was born in 1819. He was admitted a solicitor in 1848, and 
had practised for over thirty-five years at Croydon. He was a perpetual 
commissioner for the county of Surrey, and was for many years district 
ent to the East Surrey Conservative Association. He was till recently 
clerk to the Croydon Board of Guardians, and also su tendent 
registrar for the district. Mr. Blake was buried at the Oroydon Cemetery 
on the 17th ult. 





MR, CORNELIUS WALFORD. 
Mr. Cornelius Walford, barrister, died at his residence, 86, Belsize- 





park-gardens, on the 28th ult., after a long illness. Mr. Walford was the 
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eldest son of Mr. Cornelius Walford, of Witham, and was born in 1827. 
He was articled to Messrs. Pattisson & Son, solicitors, of Witham, but he 
had devoted most of his attention to the business and law of life insur- 
ance. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1860. Mr. Walford was a director of the Accident Insurance 
Company, and he had been inspector and agent for many other similar 
bodies. He was author of the ‘‘ Insurance Cyclopmdia,” the ‘‘ Insurance 
Year Book,’’ and other similar works, and he was an active member of the 
Statistical Society. Mr. Walford had been married three times, and leaves 
a large family. 


MR, WILLIAM LEECH. 


Mr. William Leech, solicitor and parliamentary agent (of the firm 
of Johnston, Farquhar, & Leech), of 45, Finsbury-pavement, lost his 
life in the collision between The Dolphin and The Brenda on the 18th 
ult. He was a passenger to Havre by the former vessel, and is believed to 
have been in his cabin when the accident . Mr. Leech was the 
son of Mr. John Leech, solicitor. He graduated at the University of 
London in 1852, and was called to the bar, but left it and was admitted a 
solicitor in 1866, when he joined the firm of Johnston, Spee mew: & Leech, 

arliamentary agents, then in Moorgate-street and Old P -yard. He 
ane a widow and one daughter. 


MR. ROBERT O’HARA. 


Mr. Robert O’Hara, barrister, died very suddenly at Ostend on the 21st 
ult. Mr. O’Hara was born in 1836. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, and afterwards at Caius College, Cambridge, where he graduated 
as a junior optime in 1859. He was called to the Irish Bar in 1860. Mr. 
O'Hara was for several years engaged as a parliamentary draftsman in 
the office of the Chief Secretary for Ireland, and more recently he was a 
member of the Statute Law Revision Commission. He had also i 
for several years at the Parliamentary Bar, where he was successful in 
obtaining business. . O’Hara was the author of a series of letters in 
the Zimes upon the Irish Land Question. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Isaac Warr, Q.C., of the Irish Bar, has been appointed Senior 
Prosecuting Crown Counsel for the County of Armagh, in succession to 
Mr. Walter Boyd, Q.C., who has been appointed a judge of the Court of 
Bankruptcy. 


Mr. Joszru Bravmont, solicitor (of the firm of Beaumont, Son, & Bright), 
of 33, Chancery-lane, and of Great Cngpenell and Maldon, has been ap- 
pointed Deputy Sheriff and Deputy Returning Officer for the Harwich 
Division of the County of Essex. Mr. Beaumont was admitted a solicitor 
in 1856. He is clerk to the county magistrates for the Dengie Division. 


Mr. Henry Morron York, solicitor, of Gloucester, has been elected 
Coroner for that city. Mr. York was admitted a solicitor in 1876. 


Mr. Joun Tuompson, one of the judges of the Supreme Court of the 
Province of Nova Scotia, has been appointed Minister of Justice for the 
Dominion of Canada. 


Mr. Watter Dawes, solicitor, of Rye, has been appointed Deputy 
Sheriff and Deputy Returning Officer for the Rye Division of the County 
of Sussex. Mr. Dawes is town clerk of Rye, clerk to the borough and 
county magistrates, and town clerk and clerk of the peace for Winchelsea. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1876. 


Mr. Frepertck Hucues Hauerr, solicitor (of the firm of Hallett & 
Creery), of Ashford, has been ——— Deputy Sheriff and Deputy Re- 
turning Officer for the Ashford Division of, the County of Kent. Mr. 
Hallett was admitted a solicitor in 1849, 


Mr. Henry Raw.tns Prron Scuooxgs, barrister, who has been appointed 
to act as Colonial Secretary for the Island of Grenada, is the eldest son of 
Dr. Henry James Schooles, of Hythe. He was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1873,-and he was admitted to the bar of 
the Leeward Islands in the following May. He was appointed Attorney- 
General of British Honduras in 1880, and in the following year he acted as 
Chief Justice of that colony. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


‘“W. M. W.’ writes to the Times as follows with reference to the 
Duke of Marlborough’s charges against solicitors:—“In the Duke of 
Marlborough’s letter which appears in the Zimes of the 22nd inst. he states 
‘ that the House of Commons Committee of 1878 examined exhaustively 
the character of the abuses connected with the transfer of land, and it was 
shown that both Lord Westbury’s Act of 1862, as well as Lord Cairns’ far 
more intelligent measure of 1875, had been successfully burked and 
scotched by the profession.’ I have referred to the Report (of 1868) of the 
Royal Commissioners on the operation of Lord el arin abn nue Rotmnae 
Act, and I find at page xix. that in the opinion of the i the 
reasons for the failure of ‘this experiment’ are as follows :—‘(1) The 





delay, trouble, and expense of registering titles. (2) The fear of litiga- 
tion d the process. (3) The sense that the on of all interests 
in the land will neither protect owners nor tate transfers, but will 
rove a hindrance and a burden.’ I have also referred to the report made 
1879 by the Select Committee of the House of Commons on Land Titles 
and Transfer, and I find (page v.), ‘That they are driven to the conclu- 
sion that the Act—i.e., Lord Cairns’s of 1875—has failed because, rightly 
or wrongly, the public or their professional advisers have deliberately 
made up their minds that the advantages offered by the new m of 
tion are too speculative and remote to compensate for the i- 
ate and certain outlay and trouble which are inseparable from it.’ It is 
clear, therefore, that the Duke cannot claim the support of the Commis- 
sion or of the Select Committee in the reckless which he has 
brought against a + profession. I would only add that to those who 
are acquainted with the business of the transfer of land it is obvious that 
the general adoption of either of the Acts referred to would be a most 
profitable business for the profession.” 








The Governor and Company of the Bank of England give notice that 
they are authorized to receive on Wednesday, the 7th of October, 1885, 
tenders for £5,500,000 New South Wales per Cent. Inscribed Stock, 
repayable at par lst of October, 1924. This stock will be in addition to, 
and will rank pari passu with, the New South Wales 3} per Cent. Stock 
already existing, the dividends on which are payable a og | at the 
Bank of England, on the Ist of April and the 1st of October. The first 
half-year’s dividend on this issue, calculated upon the nominal amount of 
stock, will be payable on the Ist of April next. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock ComPaNnrzs. 


In CHANCERY. . 
Gotp Hitts Mrves, Liwirep.—Petition for winding up, presented Sept 24, 
directed ~ be wane eoeee Bacon, V.C., on Oct 31, Snell and Co., George st, 
rR 2 ' Gazette, Sept 25.] 


Emreror LIFE ASSURANCE Society, LiMrTED.—Petition for winding a 
Sept 28, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Oct 7. omas and 
Hick. on st, solicitors for the itioner 

NEw CALLAO, .—Mathew, J., has fixed Oct 9 at 12, at Room 303, Royal 
Courts, for the appointment of an official liq 

STEAMSHIP “Sara” Company, Limirep.—Creditors are required, on or before 

eir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 

or claims to Frederick Bertram Smart, 3, Gases st. Nov 10at12 is appointed 
for hea and adjudicai upon the debts and claims 

Sr. MricHer’s Gas COMPANY, .— Petition for winding up, presented Sept 
28, directed to be heard before Mathew, J., on Wednesday, Oct 7. Thomas and 
Hick, Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioner 

TOUGHENED GLass CoMPANY, LiwirED.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Sept 28, directed to be heard before Mathew, J., on Oct 7, A vahemns and 

, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioner 
WEst CALLAO GOLD Minine Company, LiwiTED.—Mathew, J.. has fixed Oct 9 
Royal Courts, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

OTEL COMPANY, LIMITED. — Petition for winding up, _ 

eng _ B31, dixectod a) tee tions Bacon, V.C., on Oct31. Brandon, 

8 » 80) rs for the loner 

(Gazette, Sept 29.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 

Lewis. B Lincoln, va tellen. oo rs avin d Co v Szapira, 
SZAPIRA, . Boston, e 4, an v Dp 
Bacon, V.C. Raphael, Moorgate st , , Sept 18.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
uddersfiel 








Amnay zy, Josue, Paddock, near Ht id, Gent. Nov 2. Laycock and Co, 

udde: 

BriaGs, JOSEPH, Brewer st, Golden sq, Dyer. Oct 14. B , Brewer st, Golden sq 

Camps, HENRY, Bristol, Gent. Oct 31. Daniell, B 

CLARIDGE, CATHARINE MaRtA, York. Oct 23. Brown and Elmhurst, York 

Cook, Ca’ Cheltenham. Oct26 Ticehurst and Sons, Cheltenham 

Cross, WILLIAM, River, near Dover, Kent, Gent. Oct 31. Dover 

ENGLAND, JamEs, Walton on Thames, it. Oct 31. Ol w, Bell yard, 
rs’ C 


Docto: ommons 
ENDE, Pumipr Gustav AM, Manchester, Merchant. Oct 31. Sale and Co, Man- 


— Eiza, St Michael’s hill, Bristol. Oct 16. Lincoln’s inn fields 
Canaan, WILHELMINE CAROLINE, Acton. Oct 12, Low, Wimpole st, Caven- 
GLENDIENING, RoBERT, Birkdale, Southport, Gent. Oct 12. Whitley and Co, 


Liverpool 
= SaRAH CHARLOTTE, Fulham rd. Oct 12. Watson and Co, 
Bouverie st, Fleet st 
a . CLARISSA, Greenwood rd, Dalston. Oct 15, Munns and Longden, Old 
e 
OANNGDES, ATHANASIO, Higher Broughton, near Manchester, Merchant. Oct 31 
Sale and Co, Manchester 
LEwis, Mary ANN, Bristol. under Edge 


J 


Oct 10. Turner and Chanter, Wotton 
Lawes WILLIAM SELBY, Winslow, Bucks, Esq. Nov 1. Willis and 
Manson, EDWARD, Bedford, Esq. Oct 23. Bowlings and Co, Essex st, Strand 
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Mand Co, Wiigeal — Mohungunge, Bengal, India. Sept 30. Hopgood 
an 


ie Berks. Oct 31. Crowdy and Son, Faringdon 

Niowotso%, RopErt, rt, Cumberland, Master Mariner. Oct 14. Whitley 
an vel 

OwEN, RoBEET OHNSON, Halewood, near Liverpool, Farmer. Oct 12. Whitley 


and Co, Liverpool 

ARKES, gs. Oct3i. Neish and Howell, Watling st 
PICKAVANCE, JOHN, Chester. Oct 31. Brassey, Chester 
= Manoau SHARPLEY, Bradford, York, Silversmith. Oct 31. Rhodes, 


SmrrH, GEORGE, Mickle Trafford, Chester, Architect. Oct 31. Brassey, Chester 

TRELAWNY, Sir JOHN ‘ SALUSBURY, Trelawne, Cornwall, Bart. Oct 15. ‘Tylee and 
Co, Essex st, Strand 

UnNpDYy, RICHARD, Sheffield, Butcher. Nov2. Oxley and Coward, Rotherham 

be ata JOHN, Lillington, Warwick, Gent. Novi. Field and Sons, Leaming- 


Waewen, GEORGE HENRY, Eglinton, Londonderry, Ireland, Land Agent. Oct 22. 
Carter, Budge row 


; [ Gazette, Sept. 15.) 
APPLEGARTH, ROBERT, Stockton on Tees, Labourer. Oct 10. Watson and Co, 
Stockton on Tees 
BaRN1INGHAM, WILLIAM, Pendleton, near Manchester, Esq. Oct 31. Addleshaw 
and Warburton, Manchester 
Boum. aaa Evans, Birmingham. Oct 31. Milward and Co, 
Broom, HEN:Y, puppitt, D Devon, Yeoman. Sept 30. Walter Friend, Exeter 
Brown, ANNE, © Nov2. Colborne and Co, Newport 
CoE, Joun, High st, Aldgate, Ironmonger. Oct 20. Baylis and Pearce, Church 
ct chambers, Ol Jewry 
ose. COLONEL , Fulham Park. Novis. Vizard and Co, Dursley 
REEVES, J AMES , Mannu, near Whangerei, Auckland, New Zealand, Contzactor. 
Oct 15.. Wilkins and © o, Gresham house 
GRUBY, + Brighton, Gent. Nov30. Stevens and Sons, Brighton 
——}:, DEwnis, Huntingdon, Esq. Oct 31. Margetts, Huntingdon 
HESLopP, dceras PRETIOUS, Birmingham, Doctor of Medicine. Nov 14. Johnson 
and Co, Birmingham 
GHAM, WILLIAM BraHAM, Breakspears rd, Deptford, Draper. Nov 7. 
Marchant and Benwell, George yard, Lombard st 
Hopes, W1111am, Loughborough rd, Brixton, Hop Merchant. Oct 30. Hawks 
and Co, Borough High st, Southwark 
Hogerins, Tuomas, Trafford Lodge, Chester, Esq. Oct 26. Southern and 
Montford. Ludlow 
InGHaM, FRANCES, Sale, Chester. Oct 29. Priestley, Clitheroe 
LEea@GE, Epwarp, Birkenbead, Contractor. Nov 1. Francis Edward Legge, 
Clifton park, Birkenhead 
JANE, Hove, Brighton. Sept 21. Boxall, Brighton 
McCiay, ANN, — terr, Regent’s Park. Oct 20. Thompson and Son, 
tena | ct, Tem mgs 
MELLOR, THomas, Hebden Bridge, York, Tobacconist. Nov 4. Longbottom, 


Mary Ann, Honley, York. Oct 21. Heeley and Marshall, Holmfirth 
Mepmees, Rit t Rev. GEORGE, Salisbury. Oct 30. Moberly, Southampton 
= a JAMES, Mile end rd, General Medical Practitioner. Oct 31. 


h lane 

PERRY, a: JossPH, Tettenhall, near Wolverhampton, Esq. Novi. Corser 
and Co. Wolverhampton 

SANDYFIRTH, ANN, Hunslet, Leeds. Oct 19. Middleton and Sons, Leeds 

SavL, ELuzinere, Stoneleigh, Milnthorpe, Westmorland. Oct 1. Talbot, 


SavL, Many, Stoneleigh, Milnthorpe, Westmorland. Oct1. Talbot, Milnthorpe 
Sav. SakaH, Stoneleigh, Milnthorpe, Westmorland. Octi. Talbot, Lenye 
SINGLETON, Lucy, Pocklington, York. Octi5. Munby and Scott, 
Semone, Rama STOWELL, Brighton, Pork Butcher. Nov 30. Stevens and 
SWEETING, Fanny, Staple grove, Somerset, Spinster. Oct 17. Kite, Taunton 
Truetas, SAMUBL. 8, Pianoforte Dealer. Oct 16. Wigin, 
ENRY FRANCIS, Paternoster row, Solicitor. Sept 29. Plunkett and 
Leader, St Paul’s church yard 
[ Gazette, Sept 18.] 
ALLAN, Marky, Sheffield. Nov2. Porrett, Sheffield 
ALLCARD, CHAR CHARLES, Sheffield, Gent. Nov2. Porrett, Sheffield 
AUSTIN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Bath, Watchmaker. Oct 1. Titley, Bath 
5 ELEANOR, Ashford Carbonel, Salop. Oct 31. Southern and Montford, 
udlow 
BENNETT, THoMas, Derby, Brickmaker. Oct 17. Moody and Woolley, Derby 
Buiarkz, Davin Boyz, Lilybank gardens, Glasgow, Vice Consul. Oct 25. Mars- 
land and Co, Chancery lane 
BUTLER, SAMUEL CoRBET, Upton upon Severn, Worcester, Innkeeper. Oct 20. 
Powell, Upton upon Severn 
CLARKE, THOMAS, Coventry, Auctioneer. Oct 31. Woodcock 4 Co, Coventry 
Day, James, York, Gent. Oct 19. Smithsons and Teesdale, York 
Draock, HENRY Rowers TURNER, Canterbury, Kent, Clerk. Nov 1. Mee 
and ©, East Retto ag mt 
GILL, MargTHa poo Clifton, Bristol. Oct 31. Watson and Co, Nottingham 
GouLD, JouN, Cheltenham, Stable Keeper. Oct 5. Brydges and Mellersh, 


GREEN, WiLIAM, Harborne, Stafford. Oct 10. Ryland and Co, Birmingham 
HARPER, a Birmingham, Chemist. Novi8. Jelf and Latham, Birming- 


LIAM HinTOoN, Sidmouth, Devon, Brewer. Oct 23. Radford and 
Orch Sidmout h 
Gzorcz Morrow, Earl st, Edgware rd. Novi. Roche and Sons, Old 


ewry 
Lawton, Naomi, Stalybridge, Chester. Oct 6. Hyde, Stalybridge 
LEWEs, ETH, Mornington rd, Regent’s pk. Oct 20. Henderson, Cheap- 


side 
a GzoRnGE CHALLACOMBE, Liverpool, Silkk Mercer. Nov 2. Hilbery, 


Murr, Frepericx Norton, jienden, Durham, Paper Manufacturer. Oct 24. 
Ranson and Son, Sunderland 
Morkrteson, Rosert, Oriental Club, Hanover sq. Novié. Booty and Bayliffe, 
Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 
PYWELL, WILLIAM, Derby, Saddler. Deci. Hollis Briggs, Derby 
nee. ~ Fagen Trowbridge, Wilts, Gent. Nov 1. Mann and Rodway, 
‘rowbr. 
ee , Clay Hill, Enfield, Esq. Oct 18. Upward, Finsbury circus 
MITH, CHARLES VINER, Yeovil, Somerset, ex Su tendent of Police. Withi 
weeks: Batten, Yeon 7 x Superin ent of Police. ithin 
WARD, North Grimston, York, Clerk. Oct 22. Nel 1 4 
Bennet’s hill, Doctor’s een . means cs 
Umma. JOSEPH ADOLFH, Birmingham, Stone Dealer. Nov 18, Jelf and Latham, 


VEREKER, the Honourable wn Smytu, Junior United Service Club, St 
James's, Licutent Colonel. Keighley and Bevan, Philpot lane 


wae. Saprau, Preston Park, Brighton. Novi4, Herbert, Cork st, Burlington 
ILIS, WILLIAM, Tytherleigh, Chardstock Dorset, Gent. Oct 24. Dommett, 


Gresham st 
Henry, Mansfield pl, Kentish Town, Gent. Oct 24. Worrall, 


yer 
‘ats en own 
al ana Sept. 22.) 
BEVAN, ELIZABETH, Swansea. Oct 12. Collins ana Wood. 
Bowtss, Rev. CHARLES rN. Tunbridge W. te No Nov 2. Messrs 
Rivington and Son, Fenchurch bld 
Dove, AvausTin FRA FRANCIS THOMAS DOvE, Folkestone, Kent, Gent. Novi. Jull 
and Rogers, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster 
r=. JOHN, Dudley, Worcester, Iron Merchant. Nov 9. Coldicott and Son, 
udley 
GILLARD, CHARLES, Lichfield, Sesonesr. Oct 30. Bassell, Lichfield 
GREAVES, HowaGaTe, Forest rd, Dalston, Retired Tea Dealer. Dec 1. 
Vanderpump, Gray’s inn sq 
GREAVES, Mary, Bradford. York. Oct 31. Rawsonand Go. Bradford 
GREENWOOD, JaNE, Bleadon, Somerset. Oct 3i. Capeli, Weston we, Mare 
Hanks, ELIZABETH. Brockley 1d, Kent. Oct 24. Catherine Eyre Woods, Clifton 
Villa, Ulundi rd. Blackheath 
Harrison, EDMUND, Heigham, Norwich. Nov 1. Winter and Francis, Norwich 
erase, JaMES, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Dyer. Oct 15. Grundy and Co, 
anchester 
Home, GEorGE, Kingston w Ber Hull, Surgeon. Nov 24. Barker, Hull 
JEVONS, ANN, Worcester mt aHiughes and Brown, Worcester 
JONES, JAMES JENEKYN, W: Carmarthen, District Registrar. Dec 31. 
Thomas, Carmarthen 
Lam, Lr ed Huntingdon, Builder. Nov 21. Wallingford and Day, 
untingdon 
LOVEGROVE, SAMUEL, Blackheath, Esq. Oct19. Grover and Humphreys, King’s 
Bench Walk, Temple 
MITCHELL, Rev. THomas, Long Clawson Vicarage, Leicester, Clerk. Nov 5. 
Vandercom and Co, Bush lane 
PEGG, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Factory Owner. Nov2. Richards, Nottingham 
RAMSDEN, CATHERINE, Auckland, New Zealand. Oct 30. Wells and Co, Hull 
RANDOLPH, ANNE, Schwyz, Switzerland. Nov10. Brockman. Folkestone 
REEs, ANN, Mocayowemnes, Bedwas, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Dec 31. 
James, Merthyr.Tydfi 
ROBERTS, BENJAMIN, _ Salle Mevagissey, Cornwall, Merchant. Novi. Ooode 
and Co, St Austell 
RoBERTSON, Lieutenant-Colonel Wri11aM, Lansdowne rd, Notting Hill. Nov 
1. Robinson and Wilkins, ng Arms yard 
ScULTHORPE, WILLIAM, Oundle, Northampton, Gent. Oct 15. Wilson, ‘Oundle 
es. JOHN, Bridgnorth, Salop, Solicitor’s Clerk. Nov 23. Cartwright, 
este 
SMITH, EMILY, Norwich. Oct 31. Coaks and Co, Norwich 
STEWART, JOHN, Montepelier, Bristol, Gent. Nov 14. Fry and Co, Bristol 
THOMAS, DaviD, Brecon, Solicitor. Nov 7. Thomas, Brecon 
ee, RicHaRkD LuoypD, Deal, Kent, Major General. Nov 2. Mercer and Co, 
ea. 
=, GEORGE, Applethwaite, Westmorland, Farmer. Nov4. Bolton, Kendal 
ARDELL, ANN, Egmanton, Nottingham. Oct 23. Bescoby, East Retford 
Soy ‘ANN NANCY. Philip rd, P m. Oct22. Church, "venchusch st 
Wyatt, WILLIAM, Philiprd, Peckham, Gent. Oct 22. Church, Fenchurch st 
i Gasette, Sept. 25.] 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Oct. 6.—Messrs. DRIVER & O0., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Reversion (see smite 
ment, this week, p. 2). 

Oct. 6.—Mr. FRANK EsT, at the Mart, at 2 Pi» Freehold and Leasehold 
Properties (see advertisement, . tember 26, By) 

Oct. 6.—Messra. SALTER, REx, & Co., at the art, at 2 p.m., Freehold and 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 2). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 
PIGEON.—Sept. 28, at Belsize-park, N.W., the wie of Henry Pigeon, jun., of the 
Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, of a daughte 


DEATHS. 
WaALFORD.— ond 28, at ee Belsize-park-gardens, Cornelius Walford, 
barrister-at- 

Hv NTER.—Sept. 30. Et Hunter, ¥ ‘The Copse, Wimbledon, and formerly of 
9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, aged 79 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Under the oy meg ag 1869. 

yam 'RIDAY, Sept. 25 
Bowles, Charles Stetson Peal Rabert Galdwell Mackay Bowles, William 

Burrows Bowles, Henry vine Stetson, and Nathan Appleton, Strand, 
Bankers. Aug 11 
TUESDAY. Sept. 29, 1 

Elstob, John Arthurs, Princes st, Betford row, * _n Sept 23 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Frinay, Sept. 25, 1885. 
Barlow, John Thomas, Manchester, Fustian Dealer. Manchester. | Pet Sept 23. 
Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 165 at 11 
Batty, John, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer, poem upon Hull, “Pet Sept 22. 
Ord Sept 22. Exam Oct 5 at 2, at Court house, 
= Sag ase mors on Tyne, Tailor. ‘Newonstle on on Tyne. Pet Sept 21. Ord 

2 xam O 
Be const, John Richard, Newcastle on Tyne, Ironmonger. Newcastleon Tyne. Pet 
Sept 3, Ord Sept 23. Exam Oct 6 
Berry, Charles, Cariton rd, Kentish Town, Furniture Broker. h Court. 
Pet Aug 28, Ord Sept 21.. Exam Nov 11 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’s inn High 
Biss, Fitey Gloucester, Bookseller. Gloucester. Pet Sept 19. Ord Sept 21. 

xam Oct 

Brasholz, Henry, Falcon sq, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet Sept22. Ord 
Sept2z. Exam Oct 11 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’sinn fields 
Bunn, Charles Victor, Southtown, Suffolk, Commission Agent. a — 





Watxer, Epwazp, en eage York, —— Agent. Oct 22, Richardson and 


mouth. Pet Sept 23. Ord Kept 23, Exam Oct 26 at 2.30, at Townhall, Grea’ 
Yarmouth 
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ov 11 at ee ite 


i Count. Pet Sept 22. 
Cussons, Georg uel, Whitby Jeweller. "Biocon on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Fes Sept ai, 0 21. Ord Sept2i. Exam Sep 


Denman, John 1, Flintshire, Wine Marchant. Bangor. Ord Sept 23. 

Pet Sept 23. Exam Sete iy 

Dicks, Jane urn, , Draper. Blackburn. Ord Sept 7. Pet Sept 
SLE 


Dipper, Cale! Ge. ! Sowtens on Aven, nr Rugby, Nurseryman. Coventry. Pet Sept 


Exam Oct 
so vg W: iverpool, a Victualler. Liverpool. Pet + 22. Ord 
Deept Exam Oct 5 at 12, at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, 


Liverpool 
carn Nov 6 at Poplar, Ironm: Court. Pet Sept 22. 
Ord Soe 22. Exam Nov 6 at iv at 3 34, Lincoln's i sinn fan Adids 
cashire, Music Seller. Blackburn. Pet 


‘Aug 10. Ori Bent a it 22, gm tars 
Glad i, Mowe] Builder. Colchester. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept 
21. Exam Oct 10 at 11, at ‘townha ll, Colchester 
Halleran, Theresa, Manchester, Outfitter. Manchester. Pet Sept 16. Ord Sept 


23. Exam Oct ii 15 at 11 
Joseph. | Arie 5 ta Hosting», Boarding house Keeper. Hastings. Pet 


Ord Se 
Lard, Gh Ghariey Edward, Hereford, Plumber. Hereford. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept 


300, pawns, Bursco' Bridge, nr Ormskirk, Dra; Liverpool. Pet 
a Ord Bet at Hanon Oot 5 at 12, at at Court wie Goverment bldgs, V: 


ran: dverpool,, Commercial st, » other. Fe a Court. Pet Sept 15, OrdSept 


Opathipe, A uly 20 Ord'Sept Bi. asm 
yyy Grocer. 


opera an Slee 11 ‘Sth at 34, Lin 





Do: 
oF. "xen Nov i2 at 11, at 34, Linco 
Pearce, ee erate am, eld, Confectioner. Sheffield. PetSept 28. Ord Sept 23. 
a 
P — Florence Georgina, and Robert Jago, Manufacturers. 
Fi h Court. Pet Sept 22. OrdSept 22 tte tby = 12 at Se gma Oe Lincoln’s inn 


fiel 
Becks William, rp ie Cotton Broker. Liverpool. Pet Sept 9. Ord Sept 
a1, Ezam Oct 6 at 11, at Court house, Government buildings, Victoria st, 
Sha: John, West Hallam, Derbyshire, Colli Pet Sept 
| 1 nen 
an vi ers, ven. 
Pet Sept f0 10, Ord Sept 22. Exam Oct 12 at3 _ 54 


Silsbi Charles Kingswell Sontats Isle of Wight, Builders. 
Newpo! ——~ 5 ne Pet Sept 23. Exam Oct 7, at Townhall, 


Ord Sept 23 
—. i James, Baker st, Portman sq, Pho peohen. mh Soest. Pet 
Sons 3 Ord Sept 23. Exam Nov 10 at 11, at 34, coln’s inn fields 
— . Robert, Ware, ana, Corn Merchant. Hertford. Pet Sept 21. 
Sotiropulo, ae. Altrincham, Cheshire, Commission Agent. Manchester. 
Pet Sept 22 Ce Sot 


Travis, Walter, Isand *illne Geb Matt uaemtnchaner, Brentford. 
TS’ 
Pet Rept 2. ’Ord Sept 22. Exam Nov 8 at 2.30 


3 Gog Bulopee I , Innkeeper. Sunderland. Pet Sept 21. Ord 
Whoa” Biverd Cates, Baziahe, Chastine, Coal Merchant. Birkenhead. Pet 


Whitmor homes Brixton nd  —_ Hich Court. Pet Sept 21. Ord Se 

ore, Th mn rd. \ 'e . 

21. Maem, Mov 84 ie 11, at 34, p Friterer. Hg . ” 

Wilkinson, Joseph. Saddleworth, Yorkshire, Farmer. Oldham. Pet Sept 21. Ord 
Sept 2i. Exam Octe, 6at 12, 


“a MEETINGS. 
Bassett, John. peaaiett rd, Geepden, Coach Builder. Oct 2at3. Official Re- 


pate dae Me, Visto Hull, Gro Oct 5 at 11, Hull Incorporated La 

iv, = on rocer. a 1, CO) iw 
sty, Jobe, Kinesto inn bidgs, Bowlalley ull 

Bar yey, James, Newcastle = e, Tailor, Oct 5 at 2.80. Official Receiver, Pink 


lane, Newcastle on 
4 ig Ri "ewenstio on Tyne, Ironmonger. Oct 7 at 11. Official 


Receiver, Pink lane, Newcastle on 
Bishop,” J ohn, Gloucester, Bookseller. * Oct 8 at 3.30. Spread Eagle Hotel, 
oucester 
Bradley, John James {en estate), York, Confectioner. Oct 2at12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 17, Blake st. 
Cockburn burn, Edward, Nottingham, Colliery Agent. Oct 2at12. Official Receiver, 


h pavement, Nottingham 
Crbot, eorge, nines ond, ' pee Currier, Oct 2 at 8. Official Re- 


iver, hb 

Earl, James, Middlewich, Cheshire, Grocer. Oct 3 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 
Nelson n pl, Newcastle under 

Good, James Robert, Wingate Grange oe » Decham, Grocer. Oct 5 at 11.30. 
Onica B Recetver Pink lane, Newcastle 

Harding, Edwin William, Sunderland, Cemen Manufacturer. Oct 2 at 12. Law 
Society, 32, John st, Sunderland 

Hardwick ~~ all, Bristol, Auctioneer. Oct 2 “at 12. Official Receiver, 


Bank chbrs, Bristol 
ge Thomas, Sunderland, Printer. Oct 2 at 1. Law Society, 32, John st, 


Johns, Willium, Seafo eat, us LAverpocl, ont of business. Oct 6 at2. Official Re- 


ceiver, 35, Victoria st, Live: 
inee, es jg wi , =e Agent. Oct8at12. 33, Carey st, 
soorer ry a pecpedt, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct 2 at 12. Official Re- 
Mayes, Henry, rk lien’ Baccus. Oct 7 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
McLaren, Alexander, Barnes. Oct 8at1i. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Monn, Thomas, Homerton, Grocer. Oct5at 11. Denke ptcy bldgs, Portugal st, 


Newman, John, and John Joseph Wywmen, Cardiff, Plumbers. Oct 18 at 2.15. 
Official Receiver, 25, Colmore row ge = 
Pukin, Mee Mary 7 fame, Sheffield, Widow 5 at 3. Official Receiver, Figtree 


Potty, Geo: Gorge Sm Smith, and izes Bailey, Gt Grimsby, General Dealers. Oct 5 at 


Rasiver,t vement, Notting’ 
nea egcat® ‘ames, Kiri in Liverpool, Com Broker. Oct 6 ab % Official Re- 
ceiver, 35, Victoria st, Liv 


Shaw ohn, Wes Areeponl  vuhire, Colli Manager. Oct 2 at 3, 
Oficial Resour, St James's chbrs, Derb: by «ej 
Silsbury, Henry, and es Kingswell, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Builders. Oct 
8 at 12.30, “Chamber of of Commerce, 145, Cheapside 

Thomas, Burnley, Lancashire, Music Seller. Oct 7 at 11. Bankruptcy 
0  Oommmeretal 


8 rn Wi . 
ne ofa oe Land Merchant. Oct 7 at 11. Bankruptcy 
stakes, Wille, Shela, Metal Broker, Oct6at2. Official Receiver, Figtree | 





Toy Nani oe canes, Framer. Oct 13 at 12.15. 152, Hospital 
Turkington, George H. Breteed, Youn, Licensed Victualler. Oct 7 at 11. 
Official puecsiven, 31, Mase row Ww, 


Turner, Robert John, Fakenham, Norfolk, Auctioneer. Oct 8 at 12. H. P. Gould, 
yn Receiver, 8, st. pane, Daw onve nn 
idas, Portugal st, Linco ‘ Z ve 


ur Lewis, ain in Beldynaker: Oct 7 at 3.30. Official Re- 

ceiver, 3, y st, Gt ‘Grimsby 

Woe, = yy be Herta, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Oct7 at 2. Official 

Whitaker, “Solenas Burnley, Lancashire, Working Jeweller. Oct 2 at 3.30. 
Exchange Hotel, N ‘icholas - | Bui 

Wilkinson, Joseph, ye Yorks, Farmer. Oct 5at 8. Official Recciver, 
Priory chbrs, = 9 idham 

Winter, Samuel, § eld rd, Barnsley, Fishmonger. Oct 6 at 11.30. County 


Court hall, Barnsle 
ree Sone, ‘Barley ian Cheshire, Boot Dealer. Oct 13 at 12. 152, Hospital 
st, Nantwich 
Yeates, Foenes + ington, Herefordshire, Hotel Keeper. Oct 8 at 1.45. Oxford 
Arms Hotel, rdshire 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Abesy, J 1 George st, Croydon, Provision Merchant. Croydon. Pet Sept 7. 


a ye —= Thomas, Manchester, Fustian Dealer. Manchester. Pet Sept 23. 
a ~ 4 * John, + inguten upon Hull, Grocer. Kingston upon Hull. Pet Sept 22. 
Bishop, 1, Fah Gloucester, Bookseller. Gloucester. ey ye 19. ous Sept 21 
Cox, James Henry, St. James rd, Old Kent rd, Plumber. High Court. Court. Bet Aug 
Dewees. Wiiem, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Liverpool. Pet Sept 22. 
Earl, ag Jemeen, Middlewich, Cheshire, Grocer. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet Sept 18. 


’ Commission Agent. 
se ae So prelim ay 


G 
Clerk. ham, William Pet t15. Ord 
Grace, John, ‘Nether W ey eee wep o. Ona ap a Southampton. Pet Sept 7. 


Hom pom Tanne, Liverpool, Perambulator Manufacturer. Liverpool. Pet Sept 
. iD) 
Heywood y eeaame, , Bolton, Lancashire, Professor of Music. Bolton. Pet Sept 


Jepae, A. — Rootort, nr Liverpool, out of business. Liverpool. Pet 
une 
Kearsley. Charles Fork, ae Merchant. Pitta Pet a Mosk Ord Sept 23 
Kellett, Thomas, Stanley lan e End, near W: Gardener. Wake- 
fold. Peed i 1, a hacer Pet Sept t 22 

’ C! eC, 
een Francis, Blackpeol, Lamcashive, Grocer Preston. Bet Sent tb Ord 
— Coasios, 8 St. Stephen’s road, Hounslow, Builder. Brentford. Pet July 


Ord 

Nee 19. Ord Sept . 
e 

in lo, Sp ify Alocam, Coir, Common Ae Manchester. 
e pnngt a 





Savane. @ me Pet Au Bernard May Soule, Liverpool st, Seed Crushers. 
h Court. Pet preg 20. are) 22 
Ww mae aga” Lancantive. Eetate Estate Agent. Oldham. Pet ryt 26. 


Ord 
Westeots, ‘William, Wellington, Somerset, Draper. Taunton. Pet Sept 16. 
Walle, 6 George, Hornchurch, Essex, Cattle Dealer. Chelmsford. Pet pli 8. 


Ord Sept 18 
TuEspDAyY, Sept. 29, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barlow, Py f Sibthorpe, Bromley. Croydon. Pet Sept 11. Ord Sept 25. 
Berry, mae d Alfred Sat Sydenham North Croydon, Builders. 
Wandsworth. Pet Sept 25. dept 2. Bann Det ° 


Bissell, Thomas, Cranham rd, th Bermondsey, Gun Manufacturer. High 
Goust. Pet Se Sept 23. Ord Beem 4. Exam Nov ot 1 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Bowers, Daniel, Penrith, Cumberland, . Carlisle. Pet Sept 26. Ord 
poyBiog, Joe hires Danaea, Kington go ouse, Carlisle. 
wpa pon Hull 1. Pet Sept 24. Sept 24. Deen Set tb at fet Oost bowen, Rowan 


cea John, Raber, Worcesterhire, Grocer. Oldbury. Pet Sept 22. Ord 
Hackle Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Sept 2. Ord 


Crabtree, oan Leeds, 

Uncamas roman Honey, Groat College st, Qausden Town, Firewood. Morebent. 
— Some. Pet Aug 27. Suk meee Exam Nov 11 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s 

8 
Dunkley, Joseph, Finsb , out of business. Court. Pet Sept 25. Ord 
it 25. Exam Nov 6 at 11.90 at 94, Lincoln's ton elds 

Dee Shee Neth Innkeeper. Dudley. 
Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 23. xam Oct 1 at 11 


Firth, Israel, Hi: mn Oct a Yorks, Tailor. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 2. Ord 
t 
ouk Sheffield, Fruit Merchant, Sheffield. Pet Sept 2. Ord 


eukae “Ock 22 at 11.80 
-~ > ae Swansea, Grocer. Swansea. Pet Sept 21. Ord Sept?i. Exam 


care cary nbeegh gon Bath, Grocers. Bath. Pet 


xiii W ri a ana tte igh 


aoe. “Qrd Sept 3h Exam 
Histeheps, Charles, Lymingteny Pet Sept 11. Ord Sept 
Hughes, Bam Geto Tieomb, PMI we Maidstone. Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 


Jones, Thomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Labourer, Merthyr Tydfil. hing abodes Ord 
Sept 24. mes Okt 


Charles Julius, Alfred pl, South Kensins Farrier. 
i 26, Ord Sept 28. za Nov iat 11.0 a6 0 Lincoln 
bert, Great . Great Grimsby. sign falas Ord 
on m4. Sere Genet aires Great 
Th Buxton, 





Stable Pet 

Sept 23. Ord Sept 24, Exam 9 at 12 at Court kag ‘Vernon pt Stock 

Charl ‘est Boot Dealer. Sunderland. Pet 
A a aa 
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Mo: Griffith, Aber Ps ge Carnarvonshire, Slate Loader. Bangor. 

Pet t11. Ord Sept 25. am Nov 2 at 1.30 

ee. L. &.. St Pals churchyard, Clerk in General Post Office. ¥ 
ler made under sec. 103 et Sept 23. Exam Nov 12 at 11 at 34 

Lanetin’s ie hela Ss 

Nigeien, Jae, Leicester, Builder. Leicester. Pet Sept 18. Ord Sept 24. 


8 at 10 
heron Carl Tunstil John, and Adolph Fritz Oppermann, St John st, 
erkenwell, Electric Lighting Engineers. High — Pet Sept 24. Ord 

Sept Exam Nov 12 at 11.30 at 24, Lincoln’s inn fiel 

Roberts, ‘William Charles, Manchester, Milk Dealer. _ Oe Pet Sept 24. 
Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct 15 at 11 

Robinson, Robert, Sunderland, Drysalter. Sunderland. Pet Sept 24. Pet Sept 
24. Ord Sept 24. Exam Oct 15 

Robson, Crosby Walker, Whitley, paieabannet, Builder. Newcastle on 
Tyne. Pet Sept 26. Ord Sept 26." Exam O 

Schorah, Gecerge, Bradford, Draper. Bradford. Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 23. 
Exam Oct 20 at 12 

Stephenson. John. and William Jeffrey, Newcastle on Tyne, Builders. New- 
castle on Tyne. Pet Sept25. Ord Sept 25. Exam Oct 8 

Strange, Se ce Bp Bournemouth, Boot Maker. Poole. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 25. 


at 2 
a William, _-- Berks, Cooper. Oxford. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 25. 
xam Oct 8 at 11.30 
James Richard, Peaies, Warwickshire, Farmer. Banbury. Pet Sept 25 
25. Exam Oct 
Valiant, , Eye, Suffolk, Watchmaker. Ipswich. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 
25. Exam Oct 22 at 11 
Wills, peg George, Tottenham ct rd, Boot Maker. High Court. Pet Sept 26. 
Ord Exam Nov 10 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
wae 7 Wiltians Edward, = Rutlandshire, Farmer. Leicester. Pet Sept 
Ord Sept 26. Exam Oct 


2 





“yor MEETINGS. 
Barlow, John Thomas, Manchester, Fustian ‘Dealer. Oct 15 at 3.30. Official 
Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manches 
. W: , Hartlepool, Fish Salesman. “Oot 9 at 11.15. Royal Hotel, West 


+ 

Bowers, jel, Penrith, Cumberland, Bootmaker. Oct13at12. Official Receiver, 
34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Boynton, John Alfred Dunnett, Kingston on Hull, Estate Agent. Oct 6 at 11. 
Law wom En Onaey lane, Hull 

Chambers, John, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Grocer. Oct 14at11. Official Receiver, 
Birmingham 

8 ee, ies nr Maidstone, Widow. Oct8ati. 33, Cavey st, Lincoln’s 


Cross, Edmund, King’s rd, Chelsea, Fruiterer. Oct 9 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Cpams na osrae Senne! Basten Whitby, J: 
rge Menne _ te t eweller. Oct 9 at 10.30. Great 
Northern Hotel, King’s C —" - * 
yon re tenga “Rhyl, “Flintshire, Wine Merchant. Oct8 at 12.30. Crewe 
Dicks, Jane, Blackburn, Lancashire, Draper. Oct 6 at 3.15. Official Receiver. 
Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Oct 6 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


East, Charles William, Plaistow, Builder. 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Gimingham, William Henry, Kentish Town, Merchant’s Clerk. Oct 9 at 12. 
ptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn fields 
oa * ‘Alfred. Colchester, Essex, Builder. Oct 8 at 11. The Townhall, 
‘olch 


Halleran. Theres, ee, Outfitter. Oct15 at 3. Official Receiver, Ogden’s 
— a st, Mancheste 

sWrosta hn, sa Brymbo, Denbighshire, Warehouseman. Oct 7 at 12. 

Vyronstay Armas Hotel 


aston, Lymington, Baker. Oct 9 at 11. Official Recoiver, East st, 
_ Southampton 
Hughes, Richard, Ulcomb, Kent, Farmer. Oct7 at 3.30. Officia) Receiver, Week 
ne 


J —_, Arthur Iorwerth, Hastings, Lodging house Keeper. Oct 6at12. Bank- 

ruptcy bidgs. Lincoln's inn fields 

Kitchen, W: Lincoln, Licensed Victualler. Oct 6 at 2.30. Central Sale 
Rooms, Bank st, Lincoln 

Lawrence, Frank Thomas, Thanet pl, Strand, Tutor. Oct 8 at 12. Bankruptcy 
bldgs Boies 's inn fields 

Marshall, Robert. PrP emed Grimsby, Farmer. Oct 8 at 11. Official Receiver, 3, 

wn | Boma Gg Buxton, Derbyshire, Livery Stable K fe) 
aycoc .» Buxton, Derbyshire, Livery e t 7 at 11.45. 
Official * iver. Market pl, Beeekpert = eee Tere 

Mayson, Edward. a "Bridge, nr Ormskirk, Draper. Oct9at2. Official 
Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Northan, James, Leicester, Builder. Oct 6at3. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 

Pearce, Mary en, : ore Confectioner. Oct 7 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 
Figtree ee § Sheffield 

Roberts, liam , Charles, Manchester, Milk Dealer. Oct 15 at 4. Official 
Hteceiver, 0 Oza en’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

y Walker, Whitley, Northumberland, Builder. Oct 10 at 11. 
ial Receiver, Pink mt ewcastle 


= > 
a... on, "Gsetes, St Benet pl, Wine Merchant. Oct 9 at 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


ortugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Sd George, Tvegate, Bradford, Draper. Oct 7 at 11. Official Receiver, | 


Ogden’s Neen st, Manchester 
Soe. Bo Robert, Ware, Hertfords rdshire, Corn Merchant. Oct 7 at 11.30. Ewen and | 
sate 8 7 ws oe ll Cheshi 
TO. 0, pi on, Altrine eshire, Commission Agent. 
Hiropuls, Sp Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Mancheste iter SO ee 





aidston | 
Jones, Thomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Labourer. Oct 8at12. Official Receiver, Merthyr 





Steers, Robert, Stockton on Tees, Draper. Oct 15 at 3.30. The Palatine Hotel, 
Manchester 
Stephenson, John, and William Jeffery, Newcastle on Tyne, Builders. Oct 9 at 
11. Official Reorer Pink lane, Newcastle 
Stubbs, William, ee Farmer. Oct 6 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 74, 
N ewborough st Geaboront 
Valiant, na Bye. Suffolk, Watchmaker. Oct 9 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 2, 
Westgate st, — 
Watt, Henry B — » tartlepool, Innkeeper. Oct 6 at 12. Official Receiver, 
‘awcett st, Runderla nd 
Snaith, Sunderland, Builder. Oct 9 at 3. Official Receiver, 
Faweett st, Sederlon 
Wright, William Edward, Oakham, Rutlandshire, Farmer. Oct 9at3. 28, Friar 
lane, Leicester 
ADJUDICATIONS. : 
Aieet.’ Charles Henry, Corby, Lincolnshire, Butcher. Nottingham. Pet Sept 8, 
r it 23 
Astbury. Wi William Henry, Salford, Lancashire, Engineer. Salford. Pet Sept 1s, 
ept 2 
Bardaley, ‘Tom, Manchester, Druggist. Manchester. Pet Aug 25. Ord Sept 26 
ys Thomas James, Ludgate hill, Jeweller. High Court. Pet Sept5. Ord 
ept 25 
Crabtree, Thomas, Leeds, Hackle Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Sept 24. Ord 
it 26 


Crodt, eoccte® Kingswood, Gloucestershire, Currier. Bristol. Pet Sept 16. 
pt 


Cussons, George Mennell, Baxtergate, whitey, Jeweller. Stockton on Tees and 
eg eee ng Pet Sept 21. Ord Sens ot 

Dunn, Theophilus. Dudley, Innkeeper. Dudley. Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 24 

sage enea ery, New rd, Wandsworth rd, Grocer. Wandsworth. Pept Septg. 


— 
wendy As Newington Butts, Oilman. High Court. Pet July 14. Ord Sept 25 
Ganke eran John Malvern Link, Worcestershire, Veterinary Surgeon. Worcester. 
Pet Sept 18. Ord = 25 
> -_, = Brymbo, Denbighshire, Warehouseman. Wrexham. Pet 
ti 
Siewins, Daniel Poster, Knighton, Leicestershire, Nurseryman. 
Pet Sept 5. Ord Sept 
Henderson, Samuel, and Somme Maylor, Liverpool, Ship Brokers. Liverpool. 
Pet July 28. Ord "Sep 
Hudson, Alfred, Hatton 2 Optician. High Court. Pet Sept 2. Ord Sept 26 
Hughes, Richard, Vicomb, Kent, Farmer. Maidstone. Pet Sept 23. Ord Sept 23 
Jones, John, Resolven, nr Neath, Glamorganshire, Draper. Neath. Pet Sept 
11. r 
J = * Thomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Labourer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Sept 23. Ord 


Maeneck, Thomas, Danton, Derbyshire, Livery Stable Keeper. Stockport. Pet 
Sept 23. Ord Sept 24 
are, Newey Mark lane, Carpenter Housekeeper. High Court. Pet Sept 16. 


MGarich: Jo John Adam, Manchester, Drysalter. Manchester. Pet Sept 9. Ord 


Noakes) Joseph, Guestling, Sussex, Farmer. Hastings. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 25 
Page, Henry Richard, Ramsgate, Mariner. Canterbury. et Sept 12. Ord 


pt 25 : 
Pritchard, John, and _ Griffith Pritchard, Penygroes, Carnarvonshire, Cabinet 
Le ag Pa Pet Sept 9. Ord Se ot 27 
y, A. J., Moorgate st, Merchant. Hizh Court. Pet July 22. Ord Sept 25 
—s Soh J ohn, Duke st, St James, Gent. HighCourt. Pet Augi4. Ord 


Sept 2 
Roberts, Wi ht age Charles, Manchester, Milk Dealer. Manchester. Pet Sept 24. 
mn ‘William, Manchester, Toy Dealer. Salford. Pet Aug 25. Ord Sept 24 
Schorah, George, Bradford, Yorks, er Bradford. PetSept23. Ord Sept 23 
Tayler, William, ‘Abingdon, Berks, » Copper Oxford. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 25 
Peenen, Seas Robert John, Fakenham, N olk, Auctioneer. Norwich. Pet Sept 18. 
ri 
Valiant, aan i ye. Suffolk, Watchmaker. Ipswich. Pet Sept 25. Ord Sept 25 
Whelan, Edward Claire, Hoylake, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Birkenhead, Pet 
Sept 21. Ord Sept 25 


Leicester. 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 3 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder, 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality | | 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Facul anes it ‘* the most nutritious, per-| 
fectly beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

guly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being hout su, spice, or other admixture, it suits | 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
mes the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED | 


ROBE 


with giasch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such | ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS, 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks 
S* anand Olerks of the Peace y 


| CORPORITION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


Made lastentenoensty with boiling poses, a teaspoonta| 
vo a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenn } 
Cooneuaie 53a Vaeaans is the most delicate, digestible, 


cheapest Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer — is prohibited, 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 3s., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and | 


Grocers. 
Terms w the Sole Pro peng 


H tnt 10 /dam-st,, Strand, Londo 24, CHANCERY 


EDE AND SON, 
Sos MAKERS, 
Anti-corrosive—Flexible—Durable—Adapting itself to any 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


| To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 


GOLD PEN, 


WITH DIAMOND POINT, 


Handwriting. 
Price 6d. each; post-free, 7d. 
With White Mctal Pocket Holder, complete .. - is 
Or, with Mordan’s Besi Silver Pocket Holders— 
Fluted Pattern, complete .. 06 0 99a, Tore 
Engine-turned Pattern, complete .. «+ .. 68, 6d: 
Fluted Pattern, Telescopic .. .. «+ es 10s, 6 
Other patterns im great variety. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
| 27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








LANE, LONDON. 








Ser 


or 
a 
@ 
v 
\/ 
A 
& 
v 
\/ 


Taner ee 
‘(a> <6» 


ae | 


Accu 








ye 


Lotel, 
t 9 at 
r, 74, 
er, 2, 
iver, 
iver, 


Friar 


pt 8, 
ot 18, 


t 26 
Ord 


Ord 


pty. 


ot 25 
iter. 


Pet 
iter. 
ool. 
it 26 
t 23 
sept 
Ord 
Pet 
) 16, 
Ord 


yt 25 
Ord 


inet 


25 

Ord 
5 24, 
it 24 
yt 23 
) 25 
5 18. 
t 25 


Pet 


on8 
all 


ny 


RES 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





759 











Oct. 3, 1885. 





DECORATE YOUR WINDOWS WITH PATENT “GLACIER.” 





i 


ae 


F gee Fiend ads, Knights 


7 7] 
. 
FB 
tf ae | 
en dan Og BOO 


vw 


| fraction of its cost. 
| 





MANUFACTURED BY l 
McCAW, STEVENSON, & ORR, BELFAST. | 


NEW PATTERNS. 
RELIGIOUS 


THE_MOST PERFE 

IMITATION OF 

| STAINED GLASS EVER 
INVENTED. 


With the Patent Glacier aioe 
peceeaie an endless number of 
igns be made for Deco- 
| rating Wind ows, &c., which can be 
| applied to any Window, Door Panel, 
| &c., without the trouble of removing 
the glass. The designs are of various 
sizes and styles, from the simplest to 
the most elaborate, comprising 





ILLUSTRATED ts. 
BOOK OF 


Suitable for Church 

D ti trations. a Sample of the | 
A New Series of Centre- Material, and Instractionstor | 
ieces, with suitable Borders | ——s. pnd a the 
r Chapels” of Churches and te 





Post Free, One Shilli ° 
loured do., do., 18. 6d. each. a 


pee lt of aneurs fitted with the Latest Designs of | 
ER” can be seen at PERRY & CO.’S 
tablishment, , - Viaduct, London. 


(LIMITED), 


whit any person of ordinary | Be 

which an; m of o ry 
rodues patterns which have all 

| the uty of Stained Glass at a 





| RPERRY «& CO. 
STEEL PEN MAKERS, Sole Agents for Great Britain. 





| 


DESIGNS. | * 
about 300 Illus- | 











| No. 15. Size, 10] by 10}. Price 2s. 


Noes by 12, 5each. | Wholesale: 18, 19, and 20, HOLBORN VIADUCT, LONDON. | ~~ 635 x x 58. 6d. dozen. 








Now Ready, Nos. 1—5. 


THE YEAR’S DECISIONS 


A DIGEST 


CASES DECIDED IN THE SUPREME COURTS OF JUDICATURE, 


AND ALSO IN THE 


BANKRUPTCY AND ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS, 
APPEALS TO THE HOUSE OF LORDS AND PRIVY COUNCIL; 
CASES DECIDED IN THE SUPERIOR COURTS IN IRELAND; 


From 247TH or Ocroser, 1884, To 12rH or Aveust, 1885. 


By EDMUND FULLER GRIFFIN, Esq., 


LONDON: LANE, W.C. 





CHANCERY 


B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 








UARDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFFICE. 

Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C, 
Law C ourts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 

Established 1821. een } Capital, Two Millions. 


DIRE 
Aran ¢ a. BH. Grass, Esq. ’ 


CHAIRMAN: 
DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN—BEAUMONT W. LUBBOCK, Esq. 
“oe Nevitt Bennett, George 1 er es. 


Henry Bonham - Carter, Lefevre, Mw p 
—" John B. Martin, Esq, 

Charles F. Devas, E 8. Hope Morley, Esq. 

ames Goodson, ieg.” Henry John Norman,Esq. 
John J. Hamilton, Esq. — Powell, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq. — Prevost, Esq. 
Richard M. Harvey, 5, ohn G. Talbot, Esq., 
a Hon. J. G. Hubba: 


Henry Vi e, E 
John Hunter, Esq. eniy aa - 
AGER OF FIRE DEPARTMENT—F’. J. Marsden. 

ACTUARY AND SECRETARY—T. G. C. Browne. 
Share Capital at present ee up ont in- 

WORE sas pesis & ssees £1,000,000 
Total Funds upwards of ..+.+.+++++« ses 8,903,000 
Total Annual Inceme over ......++++se0++0+- 758, 

N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at MICHAEL- 
MAS should be renewed at the Head Office, or with 
the Agents, on or before the 14th day of OCTOBER. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
Established 1836, 
Loypow: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C. ABERDEEN: 8, 
King-street, 
INCOME & FUNDS baat’ 


Fire Premiums , eve . s+ £573,000 
Life Premiums“... “ 400 


Shaw- 








Tuterest... ow eos i 
Accumulated Funds atl’ Sea tats £2'993,000 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
MPANY. 


YEAR 
| The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kin; 
which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance 


CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 
wards of £1,800,000 sterling; 
Chairman-JaMEs 


Devs ty-Chairman— nn, ise 

Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, eT 

vite attention to the New Form of 

Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 
Policies of Insurance gran 

gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 
The Company ADVANCES Money on Mo: 

Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolu 


a. 
company also purchases Reve rsions. 


srompectsses, 
Ann Balance 8) 
post-free on application to 


FRANK McGEDY, 


of th 
eet, and every ~ te on, sent 


Actuary and Secretary. 











Capital fully dinsisthek : £2,500,000 

Total Invested Funds, upwards of £2,000,000 
Total net annual Income exceeds . . £1,200,000 

Curer Orrices: 19 axp 20, Cornutt, Lonpoy, E.C 





105,000. ACCIDENTS 
TWO MILLIONS 
co MPENSAT ION 
THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
64, CORNHILL. 


ACCIDENTS OF ALL KINDS. 


Paid-up and Envested Funds, £260,000. Premium 
come, £: 
CHareMan :—HARVIE M. FARQUHAR, Esa. 
Apply to the Glacke at the wed Stations, the 


Agents, or 
West-end Office :—8, GranpD HoTEet BUILDINGS, 
CHARING $ 
Head Office :—64, CORNET, LONDON, E.C 
OTHE SUVEAN. Secretary. 
ESTABLISHED 1501. 

BLE 2 Fos BAN K.— 
Southampton-buil Chanrcery-lane. 
paren per rable z ry allowed on 

POSITS, re; ww ie on deman: 
ACCO bE om the waininwam me 





of ag a 
d Valuables; the collecti 


ds, and de, and Coupons ; and t a oat 
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